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Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a 
separate compilation 


MPT II—to 3 — 3 "<T-nmr (H) 
PART II—Section 3—Sub-Section (ti) 


rrmr tttott iwtwtff (tot «n*rwr eft efrtwc) gnt wrft ^ rttfirftwr wriNt wftr^nni 
Statutory Order* and Notification* Issued by tbe Ministries of the Government of India 

(other than the Ministry of Defence) 


*pr 

p£ 4 ^TT^F, 1999 

«PT.’qT. 3 343 -—ffTOPft *PPT (spTifaftT * 7 *^ ^ 
tTOSft) trfsrfHtrtr, 1971 ( 1971 W 40 ) qfr 
3 T 7 T 3 5 UT H^fT arf*Rrtff 'PT 5 nft*T ftr, ^fT'T 

trron: tnmft % viw (i) t 

Tf^rfr^T TTftNrrTt spt, ' 9 K 7 tTTOF =RT FTTf-TT 
stfiPFirr % ^Rwr, srfsrfiprtr % sptFrw 

rrmi ’stf-mn % mr <f f^iRr I ?rF 

nTTSTFT ait t<ft I f% T’STT 

rrrfift % ( 2 ) ^ fVfrfeM trrtFrr) 

p -Tp 7 I^Tt % trtTfiT h ■d'l^T'td % ^TPptrT 


irreNtrfrjff afr srw srfantT trr viffn wir 
$rr Tltff ^1 f^iPT *fT^f :— 




pw tr*rr to 

JTTOrr) vrT-ft tfr ^farcrf 

J sft tntT f%£ TTfT? 

TrWf *ik tfq- yrrftKT sta.trcnr, 

T’T tThT^r, 

i=rrhf#r, pfopjt:, faf^r, 

rr^i MyntT'T, 

*rs°rr*«r sr^ttr, fwirtr, =t# fop# 

*r?w tiwtt, 

fr«tr fettr w wtnr % 

fvrtThT-793011 

tr»ft trtvrd i 


[ti .11-2 7 01 3/32/ 96-4). rTcp . -Y] 
f^mr ttt, tto trftprr^ j 


3345 GI/ 99 —I 


( 7379 ) 
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O, 3343. —In exercise of powers conferred by 
Section 3 of the public premises (EVICTION OF 
Unauthorised Occupation) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971) the 
Central Government hereby appoints the Officer 
mentioned in the column (1) of the table below, 
being a gazetted officer of the Government of India, 
to be Estate Officer for the purpose of the said Act 
and hereby directs that the said officer shall exercise 
the powers conferred, and perform the duties 
imposed, on Estate Officers under the said Acl in 
respect of the Categories of public Premises specified 
in Column (2) of the said table - .— 

TABLE 


Name and Rank 

Categories of the Public 


premises 

Shri Lai Singh Yadav 
Deputy Commandant 
Directorate General 
Assam Rifles 
Shillong-793 011 

All public premises held on 
charge of Assam Rifles in 
the States and the Union 
Territories of Assam, 
Meghalaya, Nagaland, 
Manipur, Sikkim, 

Mizoram, Arunachal Pradesh 
New Delhi and Tripura, 


[No. 11-27013/32/96-PF-V] 

N1RMALA DEV, Desk Officer (PF-V) 


FiffiF, sftF fsTOiRT cm hum Fsttwf 
(FifFF gfroT famr) 
ni fotfr, 9 mcr, 1999 

FT . FT . 3 34 4—%FftF FFFTT pFFSTTT FT FfFFT 
F%TT, 1973 ( 1974 FT F'fafFFF F . 2) Ft tTTTT 
24 9?) FWtTT (s) 3TTT FFF FTFEit Ft FFtF 
To jit FFfrF SrFqvT stTO % fFfFftrf%F TTpFFtFF 
’TftJFTfcgt Ft fFTRF ^FrFPFFT if fewfl fFTtF 
pErF PTTffiTt 51TT FTFFT a Ft fF*ft TE^F 

?t»iFr ff tiff stF fm ft 'JfIft fft f ffff 

ttpr jtF f, F fafv 5TTT TOtfFT FFTREF ’Em 
Spff5f rFWRTFr F '?F FTFFt F FF^F F'ffFT, 
FFflfct'irT FF9T F f F fFFFT Ft FFE-TF FT% F fFF 
fpghT rftF Ff'FFfFE % FF F fFFFT FUft | :- 

1. «ft TRUt FTFIFT 

2. «ft TplftF fFJ 


3 . ’ft tttrEt FTF-ITFT 

1 ffr pF. FTFC 

[f. 22 5 / 2 / 99 -F . fV .Ft. -I!] 
aft f%J, ST Ft FfFF 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIE¬ 
VANCES AND PENSION 
(Department of Personnel & Training) 

New Delhi, (he 9th November, 1999 

S-O. 3344.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-scot ion (8) of section 24 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, 1973 (Act No, 2 of 1974), the 
Central 'Government hereby appoints the following 
prosecuting officers of the Central Bureau of Investi¬ 
gation r t Special Public Prosecutors for the conduct 
of cases instituted by Delhi Special Police Establish¬ 
ment in the trial courts and appeals|revisiom. or other 
matters arising out of these eases in rcvisional or ap¬ 
pellate courts established by Law in any State or 
Union Territory to which the provision of the afore¬ 
said section apply. 

1. Shri Rajesh Malhotra 

2. Shri Ashok Kumar Singh 

3. Shri Rammurti Kushawaha 

4. Shri Shailesh M. Parmar 

[No. 225|2)99-AVD. 1IJ 
HART SINGH, Under Secy, 


fFF fftff 

(TPSTFT fFFIF) 

F§ faFfr, 2 FFR"r, 1999 

FT .FT . 3 345—FFFiF tJFF fFfFfFF, 18 9 9 
( 1 899 FT 2) 4?) FEET 9 9ft FFFTTT ( 1) % FTS (iff) 

SPCT FFF FpfFFT Ff TFT9 F<F Jp, FF?fa FTFR 
peRFUT FF F(F Fft?T, FtF$ Ft FET FF FTt? 
TFF FT FMFT vTFF FFf F~F Ft F^FfF 

FFtF FFtt Ft FFT FF JUT FTTt f%F FTF 
qiF FTFF9 Ft FTtF FFt F FFF F?F ^ 0 0001 
F 6 0000 FF Ft MWR FFF FTF FtfFFFf Ftsf 
% TFFT % FxfTfaF, FT FF'tt fFFmt F>4 ”?FFFT 
FT to*F F?F % FPTF FFTF I I 

[F . S2/99mTF-FT,F . 33/6 5/99-fF . F .] 

FFT, FFT f[Vf 



[uh 11 —3 (ii) ] *rrcr cr tr^'ra' : 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 
STAMPS 

S.O. 3315.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (b) cf sub-section (1) of section 9 of the 
Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Centra! 
Government hereby permits Bank of Baroda, Mumbai 
to pay consolidated stamp duly of rupees six crore 
only chargeable on account of the stamp duty on 
Unsecured Non-cumnlative Redeemable Subordinated 
Bonds (Scries-Il) in the nature of Promissory Notes 
bearing distinctive numbers from 00001 to 60000 
aggregating to rupees six hundred crore only to be 
issued by the said Bank. 

[No. 52J99-STAMPS|F. No. 33|65|99-ST] 
APARNA SHARMA, Under Secy. 

«rr^r 

w£f4344, 2 trrr, 1999 

RR'l 

Sftr.sn. — 3346 'fTRrfra 189 9 

( 18 9 9 Tt 2) 34 'JUT 9 34 tJ'TETRt ( 1) % TJf'R 
(jj) urr sRrr wTwtt 371 ternr 37RiifF, 

*R37R 4. ■uRffto 4t«rrfw farr fMm 

f~, , tt Pier 4ta4?r trra ^rrr'<r4 ^tr 

t, . ^rr 7r4f3R ^rt sjpt ?r*r 3 r4 34 

RTRcft ^ sfr 33ri f4w sr: rp 4 f44 sn4 uri 
4WT4 3*7:4? rtnrpt trust *. 4 FPtt 4 

litfiRR'I tftef % FRFT 3Tf% 1 0021235 4 

10023731 tRt 34 f4f4cj tjwr tt(4 "stt 2t" 
3RPq?fT qrr *h;Rt 9R37 % 37RVf STOP? t I 

[it. 5 3/99-MRT-'T'5r ^ . 33/6 3/ 99-fa . 37 .] 
FRtf Tprf, ¥tR- 

ORDER 

New Dellii, the 2nd November, 1999 
STAMPS 

S.O. 3346.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (b) of the sub-section (1) of section 9 of 
the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central 
Government hereby permits Mjs. The Industrial 
Finance Corporation of Ind’a Limited, New Delhi to 
pay consolidated stamp duty of rupees twenty four 
lakh ninety seven thousand only chargeable on ac¬ 
count of the stamp duty on ‘On Tap' Bonds in the 
nature of promissory notes bearing distinctive number 
from 10021235 to 10023731 aggregating to rupees 
twenty four crore ninety seven lakhs to be issued by 
the said Corporation, 

[No. 53199-STAM,PS,F. No. 33|63|99-ST] 
APARNA 5 HARM A. Under Sccy. 


37, lyyft/SiflijF'JT I-, luci 7381 

Wrihf 3R Yli 
12 T3R5R, 19 99 

TT.HT. 3 34 7—TTWlSTRi 34 RFUTRl % f<W 3? 

pftRjriPT fqsprr strit % fc ^ urpr ur 4r 
( 3) 4 nT4 TfRTfriR T5R/rrt^Tfh'=P Tq^'T 3*4 

riPUR 4TT(TT3F4, 19 02 falTT 2 (t) % ^rPOT 

q’fel ^337 ?rf>jFuT4, 1981 44 STRl 1 C>( 23-W) 

4 jotr-tr R-fmitR mi 1999 - 2000 , 2000 - 
2 out =5(V 2001-2002 % f44 RfUfa'-; four 
’PTT £ I 

2- 773 TRRRn vr <R fggr 331 % fqr 1 

( 1 ) RTF URR fTTTlRT, 

19 62 4 f4ET 2.7 % 7TR 3fef STRIR 
Sffrifnq-rr, 1961 34 riRT 10(23-®) % 

ITWT 4 7RRT pilT ?h4v WT VTfTT^ 
3R3T, 

(2) 37a' iRTR ^;tf tCfTTUl 3)4 3TR 4 441' 
3 fa RYh/RTW : 

(37) P5'9'vT M 2TRI RYU ‘afa 3*7:431 

% SPRIT 

(<$) QTTT-TffM 34 Ra'4 4 STR SrPTfJT; 

fawufT, 19(32 3r f-m 2F % (RlfuR 
(7) STTT RlTfecl fep^ft ri'JfTTR 3TR 

4f?4T 34 q-frar 37744 4 
itPT'sr 4t virrefr t, p«iRr 

(h) 5IPT7R f434T3ri4, 1962 % f47TP 2T- % 

TTR33 (7) MR UHTTfaTT R3T T’4W 
f4q4e' 3t SrVT 377(4 4' PTTT ?4 3TR1T 11 

3. FTTTf xrf44r TFR RRTt^JpI f4., 4.-1, 
q%T VR ; 5(3YR-560001 UR 4 

104 FT. TtRS'R TTlt'FT 3133 444(3J TT37 

sm4f4?r tj4(4 p4Mf4q7 ^q-Titr 4 1 

[stfRRRT 4 . 11123 / 33 .4. 20 5/ 1 2 7/ 99-PRpr 

f4. -II] 

373451 741. 7r771T, P37 TfrfMsf 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 3347.—It is notified for general information 
that enterprise;industrial undertaking, listed at para 
(3) below has been approved by the Central Govern¬ 
ment for the purpose of section 10 (23G) of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. read with rule 2E. of the 
income-tax Rules, 1962, for the assessment years 
!999-2000. 2000-2001 and 2001-2002. 

2. The appioval is subject lo the condition that— 

(if the enterpriselindustrlal undertaking will 
conform to and comply with the provisions 
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of section 10(23G) of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, lead with itale 2E of the Income-tax 
Rules, 1962; 


(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this 
approval if Ihc enterprise 1 indust rial under¬ 
taking :— 

(a) ceases to carry on infrastructure facility; 
or 

(b) fails to maintain books of account and 
get such accounts audited by an accoun¬ 
tant as required by sub-rule (7) of rule 
2E of the income-tax Rules, 1962; or 

(c) fails to furnish the audit report as re¬ 
quired by sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the 
Income-tax Rules, 1962. 

3i The enterprise [industrial undertaking approved is 
104MW Combined Cycle Power Project at Harihar, 
Karnataka by M|s Atria Power Corporation Limited, 
No. 1, Palace Road, Banealore-560001. 

[Notification No. 11123jF. No. 205[ 127|99-1TA-1T1 
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Secy. 

1 8 44W 7, 1999 
PPTPT 

4?r.«rr. 3348—TiftTnurTyr 4ft 41447% ? fw 4? 

atfaff’m ferr tptt | far 47477 tot 

f474T47ft, 1962 % fft74 6% 4T4 qfesT 577417 

srfafrpPT, 1961 4ft SRI 35 4ft 497171 ( l) % 

(iii) % SpfpIpTPf ft) ft d fft'I fad TPIiSftt 4ft 44% 

Tfftrfara- tR-fa % fftft "ftr«n" 

% ’Torpi d fftRfftfTPT URff % WETtfrf 5T49Tf77 47771 

(i) ?rfnTjf99 ftpn 'mtftr sujfttrR- h fft fft fafti 

% f%7 4T"Fr %4(T 4% 7<3*fV; 

(ii) 5P4T ^4t fftrr 79 % fat 
snftt ftsufft^ ?p$ftm4 Tfftfftfftfti qft 

4 lift 4- fprfte qfft 4ft 31 9f 4ft ST47T 
49 ft 9^% 9fft9, ft*Tifft9t 7ft srtffrftiF 
fwr, sr>(ftfft4ft 994, ift -dr, 

4tfft^ft-1 10016 4TT 9799 4%ftU 

d • 

(iii) ft7«TT %V7 7K+K 4ft 9791 ft 
9Tfft9 4 p: fftarfrw trfwd 4ft 

4ft fftwft 5R9;9 4779% «mPTT 99ftftt9T 
9%f%9 4lfft4T %ft 4ft 947 ufft 99T 
99ftft TTftftftw irfftfftfftftl f%9% fftft 
TOt 4fftfft99, 1961 4ft. UT7T 3 5 4ft 


7J4U1T1 ( i) % StacPftr 09 9714 4ft *1$ 

ftf, % ftftu ft 419 %17 544 JJT9 4ft 

"I *8 i 9%7ri 4ft 7f47 MRl 9 fft 99 3 1 
4ft 4991 999 99% 9939 TV qfftqTTT 

91% (4t) 9T9477 99lfftft9R7 (®9), 

i o fft^uvr it, sm 94 , 4794741-700071 

(4T) ft in [ 44 ; rrft ftrcffriTT ST4ft«lR 

(*l) 4R4A 41999 4T9477 fftftt?T47(09) 

4ft 9799 Thrift I 


99 9. 499ff79 9939 49 919 Xorfft fa 9% f%ft 

4f 99491 99TftT ff 


1. 914-94 rfuftf 99199 4751, KIT 1-4-99 ft 

qfttfftftV rR4, 510 , mrrfvrr 31 - 3-2001 

9%- 41103 0 

1 >o 

(99. ft. 203/24/99-,4T9477 f9.-J]) 

2 . srrefor tpmriojR urfqr 949 1 - 4-99 ft 

949919 qfftrc, ^fas99 31 - 3-2002 

fftfar kt, 497 o p ftfar 99 , 

Aral ttt, qft feftt 

(44.ft. 2 0 3/ 1 8/ 9 9—544477 fft. -J] ) 


fp'ufr:—nrfftpfw ftT«nftr %t 47 4475 

ftt %Trft % f«T> ft 4144174 % afft 
fftrIK % fftrft tftOTftntR 41% 
t[IW/4TWT fftWT (®Z) % 4TWft 
ftl4 nfftift ft q^r ^1 dw: 
4ft tnft44 4T? I 444 I 74 % fftpTR % 
f 44 5 ( 1^74 4ft ftFr ufftqT rrf 44 
ftirrfftqt tfft ftWrfhit 444414 fftwT 

4ft ftftft ft%l ^Tftftl I 

[*lfftg 44 T ft. 11125/97. ft. 203/24/99-414417 

fft.-2] 

44%4I ftl. TTtftfft, 444 4fft4 

New Delhi, the 18th November, 1999. 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 3348.-- It is hereby notified for general 

information that the organisations mentioned below 
have been approved by the Central Government 
lor the period mentioned against their names, for 
the purpose of clause (iii) of sub-section (1) of 
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section 35 of the Income tax Act, 1961, read with 
Rule 6 of the Income tax Rules, 1962, under the 
category “Institution” subject to the following 
conditions: - 

(i) The notified Institution shall maintain sepa- 
ratefcooks of accounts for its research activities; 

(ii) The notified Institution shall furnish the Ann¬ 

ual Return of its scientific research activities 
to the Secretary, Department of Scientific 
& Industrial Research, ‘Technology Bha- 
wan’, New Mehrauli Road, New Delhi- 
110016 for every financial year on or before 
31st May of each year; 

(iii) The notified Institution shall submit, 
on behalf of the Central Government, to 
(a) the Director General of Income tax 
(Exemptions,), 10 Middleton Row, 5th 
floor, Calcutta-700071, (b) the Secretary, 
Department of Scientific & Industrial Re¬ 
search, and (c) the Commissioner of Income 
tax/Director of Income tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, 
on or before the 31st October each year, 
a copy of its audited Annual Accounts and 
also a copy of audited Income & Ex¬ 
penditure Account in respect of its research 
activities for which exemption was granted 
under sub-section (1) of section 35 of In¬ 
come tax Act, 1961 in addition to the return 
of income tax to the designated assessing 
officer. 

S.No. Name of the organisation Period for which 
approved Notification is 

effective 

1. Jnana Prabodhini 1-4-99to 31-3-200! 

Sanshodhan Sanstha, 

Jnana Prabodhini Bhawan, 510, 

Sadashiv Peth, Pune—^11030 
(F.No. 203/24/99-ITA-11) 

2. Indian Council for Research 

in International Economic 1-4-99 to 31-3-2002 
Relation, Indian Habitat Centre, 

Core 6A, Fourth Floor, 

Lodhi Road, New Delhi. 

(F.No. 203/18/99-ITA-ll) 

Notes; The notified Institutions are advised to 
apply in triplicates and well in advance for fur¬ 
ther extension of the approval, to the Central 
Government through the Commissioner of Income 
tax/Director of Income tax (Exemptions) having 
jurisdiction. Three copies of the application 
for extension of approval shall be sent directly 
to the Secretary, Department of Scientific and 
Industrial Research. 

[Notification No. 11125/F. No. 203/24/99-ITA-IIJ 
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Secy. 


hf f^it, 18 YWYY 1999 
YIUYT 

43.YT. 3349.—43 413+r»% % %% Kg 

.YfspjfYY fa*rr wat t fo %?£ tu+K rutsy 

faYTTY4%, 1962 % fahY 6 % YTY Tfer RTYafTT 
Yf AfAYY ; 19 61 4% ETTTT 3 5 4% YYtJTTT ( 1) % af Y 

(iii) % AiYTf Arfwr AYsAf 4 %sy%yty 

% yty% Yfprfwr YYfsr % fA% “Apr'' AAV % 
yatyy fY*Yfafwr vprf % ysyuty 5cpprtfcr 4rr?ff 

fs - — 

(i) Yf aptt yyAt y^Abty Yfrfaf AAf % 

#pf ray Aw 

(ii) APR 4% % 

ttmft YYifYT tPjAtnvr Trfhfrfuarr 4 % 

ytApy Yfar yA 31 At 

YYA 4 ?% Yf%Y, trgf AtwrtfYY 

SpjAtRY fjpTTY, aWtfwt YTY, 

■rfr, Yf fepft -1 10016 4 % YP£Y 4 ^r%; 

(iii) YffrcjfAY Apr %yt yt4yt 4 % YYTi A 

yAyy 4frt fhuimr ufurTfl 4 % ytyyt 
4 % 1yyp% HTAfcr 4Y% % yytyt tm 
Aar qAtfoiY ytIAy AA 4 % mr srfA 

YYT YTYt SEJArTY YfafafaAf fAY% fAA 
YTYTT Yftrf3YY, 1961 4% UTTT 35 4% 

YYtRTT ( 1) % YYIYY tgST 5RRY 4 % Yf 
A), % AAsr y yty w%? pty wA 4% 

Aw T%W 4% Yip srf% sfA 31 

Y4(jYT 4% YYYT YYA q$A YY5Y 4T 
YfsRPP eaY 4 tA(4t) RBT4TT Yfrf%%Y4T 
(®Y), 10 fhSAid Yf, 54T YY, 4YYYT- 

700071,(y) Yf%4, YYTfYY traf YWll%+ 
YYYYTY fa YTY,' (Y) YTYYT YPpY/YTYfrr 
f%%YT (m) 4% YPJY 4^%t I 


YYA. YYYtfeY Aysy 43 yty yyIy fA y% fA% 

RftRfYYT STYlfaV % 

1 2 3 

1. 4%TT AtYIYdA tfa ffarA 1-4-99 A 

YYY4Y-5T, rr4Yd%Y, 31-3-200 2 

df fep%- 110 014 

(9iT.A. 2 0 3/3 0/9 9-R1Y4Y fa.-H) 

2 YK<%Y faYT YYY, % 3Y Y?AI 1-5-99 A 

YTY, YPff-40000 7 31-3-2000 

* 

[yt.A. 2 0 3/28/9 9-rtyyt fA.-II] 
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3- 5TFfi ?5ftf jPTff 1-4-99% 

(srf^itr) 8, %%sf% r>3, 31-3-2001 

“ffTfifirTT- 7 0 002 0 

(W.%. 203/20/99-TTUT^rr fsr.-II) 

4- if** R% C(37PT%t tin; TtTV’fTR', 1-4-99% 

%).%). %. 31-3-2000 

8005, Wffc-500080 

(<TiT%. 20 3/2 7/9 9-57^7 f%.-11) 

fjrxrtrjt :—xrfyyjfw %0!O5ff 40 TWrj? 

sncff | far 4' 5R%faff % rfafaror 

cffar strim % xrfa 95 % sor% 

w5fTfOTnr % 5i7% =0% 5nofT sowr/ 
50*nrr o?lf%€wr (»u) % RTWjt % 
%?ir own - %f irrtafir *fr% 1 5r^%%or % 
rfafarorr % f%% 5ff%4T tst 4 % 
nfaitr of%5r, risrrfcw %tr xffafTfmtr 

50T%aTo f%oor%f %t ritsr -;n%ifr 

[srfa^RT %. 11124/917.%. 203/30/99-57WTT 

far -II] 


the Director Genera! of Income tax 
(Exemptions), 10 Middleton Row, 5th Floor, 
Calcutta-700071, (b) the Secretary, Depart¬ 
ment of Scientific & Industrial Research, 
and, and(c) the Commissioner of Income-tax/ 
Director of Income tax (Exemptions), 
having jurisdiction over the organisation, 
on or before the 31st October each year, 
a copy of its audited Annual Accounts and 
also a copy of audited Income & Expenditure 
Account in respect of its research activities 
for which exemption was gran led under 
sub-section (1) of section 35 of Income-tax 
Act, 1961 in addition to the return of 
incom tax to the designated assessing officer. 

S. Name of the organisation Period for which 

No. approved Notification is 

effective 


I. Indraprastha Cancer 1-4-99 to 31-3-2002 

Society and Research Centre, 

Q-5A, Jangpura Extension, 

New Delhi-110014 
(F. No. 203/30/99-ITA-II) 


4TR%Tfi %T. dWT, 5m Trim 
New Delhi, the 18th November, 1999 

INCOME TAX 

S.0.3349.— ft is hereby notified for general 
information that the organisations mentioned 
below have been approved by the Central 
Government for the period mentioned against 
their names, for the purpose of clause (ii) 
of sub-section (l)of section 35 of the Income 
tax Act, 1961, read with Rule 6 of the 
Income tax Rules, 1962 under the category' 
“Institution” subject to the following conditions:— 

(i) The notified Institution shall maintain sepa¬ 
rate books of accounts for its research acti¬ 
vities; 

(ii) The notified Institution shall furnish the 
Annual Return of its scientific research 
activities to the Secretary, Department of 
Scientific & Industrial Research, “Technology 
Bhawan”, New Mehrauli Road, New 
Delhi-110016 for every financial year on or 
before 31st May of each year; 

(iii) The notified Institution shull submit, un 
behalf of the Central Government, to (a) 


2. Bhartiya Vidya Bhawan, 1-4-99 to 31-3-2000 
K.M. Munshi Marg, 

Mumbai-400007 

(F. No. 203/28/99-ITA-1I) 

3. Institution of Engineers 1-4-99 to 31-3-2001 
(India), 8 Gokhalc Road, 

Calcutta-700020 
(F.No. 203/20/99-lTA-IT) 

4. Indian Academy of Sciences, 1-4- 99 to 31-3-2000 
C.V. Raman Avenue, 

P.B. No. 8005, Bangalore 
560080 

(F.No. 203/27/99-ITA-IJ) 

Notes : The notified Institutions are advised 
10 apply in triplicates and well in advance for 
renewal of the approval, to the Central Government 
through the Commissioner of Income tax/Director 
of Income tax (Exemptions) having jurisdiction. 
Three copies of the application for renewal of 
approv al shall also be sent directly (o the Secretory. 
Department of Scientific and Industrial Research. 

(Notification No. 11124/F.No. 203/30/99/ITA41| 
KAMLESH C, VARsHNkY, Udder Secy. 
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Officinl Gazette npto 31 March, 

[F. No. 1(43)j99-ACl 
L. C. TOORA. Under Secy, 


TT.5TT, 33 50,—SfiTTTt fafafffffff STfafffffff, 1949 
(1949 TT 10) fit £HTT 56% mT fffcff STRT 

53 sro a^o Frfprat tt srfifar nrUr go 

'TRcftfi fafffi ??t fit fiphTfw tz fitwr 
t f% ffrr ^rftrfnircr fit tsrrzr t i fit 'Ttwit t % 
TfiffffT TRT4 fi ?PT xrfara'ffffT % srTTWff 

%t ffRfiff % 31 fiTn, 2002 ffT ffffW fapffT 

fiffTfa) fifi far., ffrur ( ffnffT jt^st) |<pr ttht 

ffgt pot? i 

[9tr.fi. l( 4 2) / 9 9—1(. fit, ] 
fifi.fit. ztt , trffiff 

(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 3350.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central 
Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India declares that the provisions of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not 
apply to the Budaun Zila Sahkuri Bank Ltd., Badaun 
(U.P.) from the date of publication of this notifi¬ 
cation in the Official Gazette upto 31st March, 2002. 

[F. No. lf(42) (99-AC1 
L. C. TOORA, Under Sccy. 

fifftrfit, 12T5FTT, 1999 

tustt, 3351 .—^firfat ffiffinro ?rfsrfffffff, 1949 
(1949 tt 10 ) fit mn 56%ffrar hfermTT 53 
sttt 5tpt bi fad fir tt srfiTo tUt fiffffir ffWIT, 
firartfi ffi^fi fffi fit ffiTTfarr 93 - fifim Trfit £ 
ffi ^rfsrfaoTiT fit srur 11 fit ^rffrrr ( 1 ) % 
tut at fnfit j i fi rrftrffhh i % jm?Tff 
fit ff lOtT fi 31 ■HlN, 2 0 0 3 ddi 9 M 0 ;fiff fafffT 

nwpt fffi ffi., fitSRT, fiafTRl 9T TTTff fffif ?ftfi I 

[TT.fi. l( 43)/99-tr.fit] 
pff. fit. stt, ffffiff 


ffi fefit, 12 ff^T, 199 9 

tt . tv . 3352 -—-^finfit fafffnrrff srfijffifffi 1949 

( 1949 TT 10 ) fit TUT 5 6.%ffPT 9 loff Sl'TTT 53 
STffT fiTff TrfTfffif TT afitff T^t fiifitff ffTffffU 

'oTFiin faffU fir fffTrfrT T r firv'ff tut I 

nfirfnnff fit srror 11 fit ew<r ( 1 ) % tttfu 
nmfit 7 T3T93 fi w trfufffw % worm fit fnfifisr 
n 31 nri, 2001 tt ?rmT»Tfi-fififiT 
ff^nfit fi% far., fffrrrr nr niff fffit Ufi 1 

[TT.fi. l(44)/99*rr.fi't.] 
ffff.fit. 2TT, ’Tffr fffffff 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 3352.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (TO of 1949) the Central 
Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India declares that the provisions of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not 
apply to The Sasaram-Bhabua Central Co-operative 
Bank Ltd., Bihar, fiom the date of publication of this 
notification in the Official Gazette upto 31 March. 
2001. 

[F. No. 1 (44))99-ACJ 
L. C. TOORA, Under Secy. 

ffi ffiffft, 12ffff»ffIT, 1999 

TT.srr.3353.—SfiffTfi ffifffffffff TffiffaTff, 1949 
( 1949 TT 10) fif 9TO 56%fffif fffeff aTTT 53 
3 ITT SPEff Tfafifit TT fffitff TTffgfi fiffffir ?TTnT, 

ffTTfilfi fiT fit ffinfw 9 ^ firwr Trfit ^ 

ffi ffffff tlffif ff ff ff fit OPT 1 1 fit ffffSKT ( 1) % 
ffffffvq- rurnt ffR9rrfi Trftr^ffffT % srrpfrfffit 
ffiitaf fi 31 ffrfi, 2002 ctt ffrfi^r fft-fffffif 
ff^nfit dfi far., fifar, ffigiT tt ffit 

ffifi 1 

[TT.fi. l( 45)/99-ff.fit.] 
>'<1 , fit. ffTT, TTff T 


New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 3351.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central 
Government on the recommendation of (he Reseiwc 
Bank of India declares that the provisions of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not 
apply to The Panchmahals District Co-op, Bank Ltd., 
Gqdhra, Gujarat from the date of publication of this 


New Delhij the 12th November, 1999 

S.O, 3353.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central 
Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India declares that the provisions of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not 
apply to the Nalanda Central Co-operative Bank Ltd., 
Biharshnrif, Bihar from the date of publication of 
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this notification in the Official Gazette upto 31 March, New Delhi the 12ih Novemher 1994 

2002 . 


[F, No, 1 (45,)|99-AC1 
L. C. TOORA. Under Secy 

rrf fxMY, 1 2 SSiujT, 1999 

UT.WT . 3354 -IwFt trfilffTJIfT, 19 49 

(1949 ur 10 ) sft am 5 6 % wra stes ktttt 53 
STTT 5T3TvT TrfUThT »FT STCft^T UT% ft SRftS tTTur? 
•sirais fort 3u ur fasiiftw st nlwt UTeft t 
fir tjur ^ftifors ut erm 11 ur buuttt ( 1 ) % ijssfu 
nrrsnft nns-rr n srfaR^uTr % stur^s ut Trfra 

% 31 Trpsf, 2002 CRT ttfaffo STRSeff 
wu fa., fafa?frfo fainr st Rrs ffR? 1 

[s;r.TT. l( 4 6) / 9 9—tf. Tft, ] 
ms.’ft. J7T, 5TST rrftS 


S.O. 3354.— In exercise o 1 the powers conferred 
by Section 53 read vvith Section 56 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) the Central 
Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India declares dial the provisions of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not 
apply to The Motihari Centra] Co-operative Bank 
I-td., Motihari, Bihar State Iiom the date of publica¬ 
tion of this notification in the Official Gazette upto 
31 March, 2002. 

[F. No. 1(46) 199-ACT 
L. C. TOORA, Under Secy. 


nffofal, 15 fRTJTr, 1999 

UT.3TT. 3355—*UTcfRr fo? (sUfTSf t*) STfaffaTS, 1959 ( 1959UT38) IPS 25ft TStJTTT (l) U 
(?) jrrrr snrft Ttfwtfr m stfrsufa^rr, ^shs tptftt, fat fa *rf Hp-tt % urw ( 2 ) n fafet? sfafatfa 

*Ff tJUT fTPpfl % STUPT ( 3 ) A fSrfijs? eirffarfa % T 4 R ST UTRS ( 1 ) tf ffifoR 'spiffs R? tu % TRStfl 
tfaf t fafanu % ?s if sTf*R urfa £ :— 


frrrvff 


1 

2 

3 

pfatu ms: sforpn 

«ft fa. n. mnswR, 
mtr fffafa 
fan rfam, 

mfau Ufa fan is, thus jptr, 
si ftfaf 1 

fa rr?r_ %. ^rprr 

as: tits; farr^ 

?T . fa. tr?r erfa, 

TTSU sfas, 

faR *faHS 

mfau uts favrrs, ffaR mps, 
foffa i 

fa ft. n , rnnsus 


[us:. S. 9/9/9S-fa. WI.-T] 
fa fajfa, tt<p ufas 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 1999 

S.O. 3355. — la exercise of the powers conferred by clause fe) of sub-section (1) of section 25 of the State 
Bank of India (Subsidiary Banks) Act, 1959 (38 of 1959), the Central Government, hereby nominates the persons 
specified in column (2) of the table below as Directors of the subsidiary banks of the State Bank of India specified 
in column (1) thereof in place of the persons specified in column (3) of the said Table, with immediate effect and 
until further orders:— 


TABLE 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

State Bank of Patiala 

Shri B.A. Narayanan 

Under Secretary, 

Ministry of Finance, 

Department of Economic Affairs, 
Banking Division, 

New Delhi. 

Sfiri S.K. Batra 

State Ban k of Saurashtra 

Dr. C.L. Sharma, 

Under Secretary, 

Ministry of Finance, 

Department of Economic Affairs, 

Banking Division, 

New Delhi 

Shri B.A. Narayanan 



[F.Nc* 9/9/98-B.O.I.) 

D. CHOUDHURY, Under Secy. 


MINISTRY of commerce 

Tfarara New jjpjjj,. ths 12th N ovembcr> 1999 


Hi 12 Jrtrwrr, 1999 

«pt. m. 3 3 56 .—%5=s>«r tdrtct 

turfaffi % fan sunr) fatm, 19 76 

% ffrtPT 10 % ( 4 ) % WWrtT $T Tlfa^tT 

RSTrPT % itlVlT SffT fJT^fffa'facT UhfiTi 

5 rfa^f*r?r so %, % srfav 

ftrqr ^ :— 

1 . 

strum: «rt $;Ttrf?PT, 

2 - 

fat?I «nTTT TT 

4, ^^r^reiT-7 000 69 

^-n 013 / 3 / 99 -^ 5 ^] 

'P^ftfcrr, (Yiimm) 


S.O. 3356.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 of 
the Official Language (Use for Official purpose of the Union), 
Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies the fol¬ 
lowing Offices under the Minhiry of Commerce whereof more 
than 80 per cent staff have acquired working knowledge of 
Hindi:— 

1. Office of the Joint Director General of Foreign Trade, 

Jaipur. 

2. Office of the Joint Director General of Foreign Trade, 

4, Esplaned, East Calcutta-700069. 

[No. E-l 1013/3 /99-Hindi] 

R. K. CALORJYA, Director (O.L) 


3PT 3'tnt^r tfalePT 
Tf 9 1999 

*pt. nr. 3357 .—£ »?>rm 

ffaff t 45JT so sfmrcr % 

trftpp ^ TT *T*iSTElV ffR SU?T WX 


3345 GI|99—2 
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fw %^ttr ttytt titfitt (ft % 
sf'dri % far?, sw) fw, 1976 Y farr, 10 % 
TqfTTT ( 4 ) % WTO ft wfreifTT ^Tdt t 1 

['! 1 / 2 / 99 —f^'Y] 

#fft 77 n~’H 'iriJifT, tt irfTT 

MINISTRY OF WATER RESOURCES 
New Delhi, the 9th November, 1999 

S.O. 3357.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 10 of 
Official Language (use for official purposes of the union) Rules, 
1976, the Central Government hereby notify Narmada 
Kachhar Sangthan, Central Water Commission, Bhopal, where 
of more than 80 per cent staff have acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi. 

[No. 1/2/99-Hlndil 

I. L. BHATIA, Dy. Secy. 

[fifa RflTRTT 
Barfedr fwr) 

Tf feevft 5 WV, 1999 

TF.TT. 3358:—#T FT F^lftdl fwT F?t 
faTfa 16 surer, 1999 F?t Trefwre 
wf&’hBUI if 3fh: %FftT ACbK TTTTTTT (FT % 

VITTFftT smtauff % frer RTtF)fFTT, 1976 $ fTTF 10 

%^T-fTtnr ( 4 ) $ snrew if, fifa ft F^nirtrr 

fTTTT (irfr ttftt) % TtfFr Treftr fWir 

fTTT % frrefiTfrer sfcftr tti ff wttt fr^iMFf 
ret frr% 80 % VFTrfYwr ft f^aftrer »i4dm> 
7 TTF TTFT YF frTFT Tftuj/TT TTcft £ :— 

iMtr ftraftrm 

1. TPsjtT FtJ'MO fwre frere, 
tfteftr qnrfrer, 

F^ft TfFTTT, iT>j 

F^ FfFFT TTT, TTfift TtT, 

TT^-, 3.02001 

2. tt^t fwm frerr, 

tfaftr tfiTTfrer, 


1 4, frSTT TFT RTF, TTT, 

TTTTS- 226001 

3. TT^Qf fTTTO fTFT, 

sNYr TTrtrer, 

FT. tft. aft. 82-83, 

T-i 71 Ffjp’T, f^TTT-17—Tt, 

T^tTf-1 60017 

4 . Ti^tr T?nrft fr^re fwr, 

^?ftT FFFfTT, 

S, ^t.T. TtT, 

F^-411001 

FF-Fl 4 \f frY?fFTh 
1. TTTrfr fTTrer faFF, 

Tf-WFfTT FFFfTT, 

101/l-F, f T Tf TT TTC 

'Ttire-462016 I 

2- TT^tT IMTirt fTTlT fFFT, 

TF-eMFi FFTfa'T, TFTTT ITFriw, =r=rWY tTtt, 

/tire far#* % titt,’ frerrec Yty, 

ftFrer -1710011 

3 . TE^tr Thrift frenr, 

TF-FSPfF tfiTTfWT, 387, q^ft fTtt, Ttuft^wr, 

foST-16, ^ft.FT. Tty, 

FTtff TFT-382 016 1 

4 TFcfrF FlFFTt fFTFT fFFT, 

TT-Sf.^tl FFTfvfF, 

FF> TTTT 1 , FTTTt TrfrjTf, 

ffTFVF^TF-695033 I 
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srfirerir 

Ttpcjtr faw, 

cifw *Frc w *r.-s9, Tfrci s 
TpJTtr 

[jt 3-15/933-f^ jftrcf] 

%■, tt^ Tfifr-Cfr, ■’TJp^r fffVff 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture & Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 5th November, 199 Q 

S.O. 3358.—In supersession of Department of 
Agriculture and Cooperation Notification of even 
number dated 16th August, 1999 and in pursuance 
of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 1(1 of the Official Language 
(Use for Official Purposes of the Union) Rules, 1976. 
the Central Government hereby notifies the following 
regional and Sub-regional Director of the National 
Cooperative Development Corporation under the 
Department of Agriculture & Cooperation (Ministry 
of Agriculture) the 80 percent staff whereof have 
acquired working knowledge of Hindi :— 

REGIONAL DIRECTORATES 

1 , National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Regional Office 

First floor, Central Block, 

Nehru Schkar Bhawan, 

Bhawani Singh Road, 

Jaipur-302001 

2 . National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Regional Office 

14. VOhan Sabho Marg, 

S ' ■ rta Bhawan, 

Luck n’ow-226001 


3. National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Regional Office 

S.C.O., 82-83, 

Second floor. Sector 17-C, 

Chandigarh-160017 

4. .National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Regional Office 

5, B. J. Road, 

Pune-411001 

SUB-REGIONAL DIRECTORATES 

1. National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Sub-Regional Office, 

101 i 1 -A, Shivaji Nagar, 

Bhopal-462016 

2 . National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Sub-Regional Office, 

Balson Apartment, 

Fourth floor. 

Opposite Hotel Himland, 

Circular Rood. 

Shimla-171001. 

3 National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Sub-Regional Office, 

387, First floor, 

Luxnii Chamber, 

Sector-16, 

G. II. Road, 

Gandhi Nagar-382016 

4. National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Sub-Rcg'onal Office, 

Bank Tower, Fifth floor, 

Tlrunaraitapmam-695033. 
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National Cooperative Development Corporation 
Sub-Regional Office, 

Topic Centre, 

Plot No. 89, Sector-18. 

Gurgaon. 

[No. 3-15|93-Hindi Neeti] 
K. S. BHORIA, Jt. Secy. 


tpp ftngpT 

(•ftfriPTrT smr wrf^r'r, TrriY ) 

qrrfjpre, 11 *r*rore, 1999 

W.SIT. 3359:—frflT HWT TFT Jf 

ft. %. ifrfffpr, fiifwphrt; fcrarvf trefe, (fhn % 
rfrr), fwrrfht Jt 

tprrjj % **r Jf 

i. aft tott, 513^, STqt-qsfirwis- 

673 315 vt yumr wwr $1 

m ^^f^Ttr frupfrit *rta (w$T 

rpf VT SP^ffT Sppfa) XffijfomT, 1972 

(1972 irr is) ^ am 4 qft ^rura (i)titt 
•jum vrfwff «t 5rprt3FT *fmt gTf.qViRifdttaprm 
\jviO $hf, #>e, anrr ipw, fimr 

ttt farrar is*r£, 1976 qfisrfa- 

^RT 20l/6l/75 iTJ. II % tpJw vfa- 

fippr am ,4 tori (2) ?r 
m snfaa.fO ^1^ % *t>i oh ®ft ^. dfT’T, a^ni'F 
atfapF iiw:, srrqm TPior iurttoi 

vt MY <ft. %. pY^vpt, foxnw*: farm ^ 

((far a ^artr nr), 

fanrnfar tpfaf % anmff sfa; frq-ir 1904 
* fa nr 8 % napfa ortw % *Hv Jr trfff- 
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faaa «pT am 5 Jr vrfYtr *pt atql^a *fmf 

% snfsmrfr^ ar JrsnfhfRT *mft $ 1 

[a. aY/fwjifroaOTi/ 97 ] 

=ifprfa ftur jparr,'rtear^T TftfrMn 

DEPARTMENT OF POSTS 
(Office of the Postmaster General, Northern Region) 
Calicut, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3359.—Whereas the Central Govt, is of 
opinion that for the purpose of the Departmental In¬ 
quiry relating to Shri P. K. Mohanan, EDDA (POD), 
Kolakkad, it is necessary to summon as witness: 

1. Shri K. Rajan, Kuttipurath House, Post- 
Kolakkad-673 315. 

Now therefore, in exercise of powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 4 of the Departmental In¬ 
quiries (Enforcement of Attendance of witnesses and 
Production of Documents) Act, 1972 (18 of 1972) 
the Postmaster General, Northern Region, Calicut being 
an authority specified under sub-sect’on (2) of section 
4 of the said act vide Government of India, Ministry 
of Communications (F&T Board), Notification 
No. 201|6l'75-Disc. 1J ch. the 18th May, 1976 hereby 
authorises Shri E. Balan, Asstt. Superintendent of Post 
Offices, Vadakara South Sub Division, Vadakara as 
the Inquiry Authority to exercise the power specified 
in Section 5 of the said Act in relation to the Inquiry 
under Rule 8 of the ED Agents Conduct and Service 
Rules 1964 against Shri P. K, Mohanan, EDDA 
(POD), kolakkad in Vadakara Division. 

[No. lNV|Review|D&I)97) 

Mrs. INDIRA KRISHNAKUMAR, Postmaster 
General, Northern Region 
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9<JllWlR 37T? Bl$lflW 077 Kktc-ni 

f##, II H*R*7, 1999 

TFT. 37T. 3360.—##! 777=K17 Hf Ulffa #H t fc 
TtRRf# -fif -Q* 37RW* t fti TfJRm 7F*T % ftl# l£t<T^ f#l ^ 
ftTW W -£f 1^51 IF* RTfftPF % % ^fl qiR ^ 
i)jj#ftW7R ft#fcs ?I7T T n#^l^f 'faTJFft '^IFft ■##; 

#t 7Ttftft ^ $771 9#T #1T % fa ZWt MlfWi;} 

faari % a#sR % tiro; 377 ’jft $r fa7r$ 3 *ri qi^9Hn? fas# 
HFl H>T y^nl^ % Jffa'jn 3lftnj^*T 7 ) TRRTI 3737 ^$"$ # , fti ijfa 
"^f 39#! z*T 3rfil®*K 3#f?I q><ii 3uql(q<ri %; 

3171: 3T«f, $#fa. 77TSFT7, #tf#R 3# 75#* 
('jfa$f3tr#%37fa*FT7t*T37Jfa) SlfafaR, 1962 (1962 ^FT 
1950 ) # WO 3 # HPTOT71 ( 1) 5171 TRrT Tlfafaf TFT #R TFT$ 
j£t( 3*1*1 dMdbi <tii aiftr^KR 3itfa7T Hi7$ fa 3 ih^ 3nsu4 fal qlqHl 
TF7?ft t; 

7TOT arjTjrft $f zrfbfa »|fa 3 ffTTO 7# «7fal, TDm $ 
■q*n wifiim ^1 aifbRj^RT fat Hfafa TTmTT’OT fafat fat twh *m 
M wt fat 7T#nr 7t w#t far % #r, Tretf hr# fa 3tffa*r7 
fa 37 # ^ tjfa $f fas# % tWo f( OT^q faffa* ^1 ■fif 

RUfa #*7*7$, iff^H #fa[#>H7 WjUvH M#5, Tfafa h. 
1 / 3 , ‘‘HTTfaftfa##’, # 571 - 1 #* iqpPTTTT fa?, vr^- 392001 , 
TpTTR! fat HF7 fifam 1 

31^pJ# 

Hr^pRT(7Hf7ftl?T) .-#7# falRT : URTR TT»or < TprtTTlf 


‘lid ^F1 HR 

! 

9 w 

III 


■3777 

##3TR 

(!) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


33-HR 

00 

03 

80 


40-HR 

00 

21 

25 


56-HR 

00 

05 

30 


55-HFT 

00 

27 

80 


M-ifFT 

00 

06 

70 


53-HP1 

00 

13 

60 


52-11111 

00 

09 

15 


51 -Mm 

00 

02 

89 


62-HR 

00 

12 

25 


63/37/$-Mpr 

00 

05 

02 


81/37-HFT 

00 

29 

05 


81/H-MR 

00 

20 

40 


80-iTR 

00 

00 

70 


3fa^t7-#?re 

00 

06 

40 


<lkll ( ) 





aim %H1P1 

00 

10 

30 


FiT 7 *.-q^i. 14014/1 i/ 99 -fat,fa. (mpt-i)] 
Tj#l ^FTIT ftfa, 37^7 Ttf^ 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 

New Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 

S.0.3360. —Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas ih the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
PetrocneWWftlS Corporation Limited, 

And, whereas, it appeal's K> the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines. It is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
(iroppsed to be (did Mid which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to (hfe notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition Wf Right of User In Land) Act, l%2. (50 of 1962), 
the Central Govcrnmdftl hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the l ight of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may Within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of rftc notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available(«the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of uscfffatiht or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority. Intllin Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, “KAVER1 FLATS" Shcrpura-Dahej By 
Puss Road. Bhiirudff*392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDt/LB 

Tnlulai f Hansot Dlst : Bharuch Stilt* : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

(l) 

(2) 


(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Muthiu 

33-Part 


00 

03 

80 


40-Part 


00 

21 

25 


5(i*l*arl 


00 

05 

30 


55-Purt 


00 

27 

80 


54-Part 


(M) 

06 

70 


53-Purt 


00 

13 

60 


52-Part 


00 

09 

15 


51-Part 


00 

02 

89 


62-Part 


00 

12 

25 


63/A, B-Patl 


00 

05 

02 


81/A-Parl 


00 

29 

05 


H1 /13-Part 


00 

20 

40 


80-Part 


00 

00 

70 


Ankleshwar-Hansot 

00 

06 

40 


Rd (SH-6) 






1 lunsot Branch Canal 

00 

10 

30 


|i-. No L-I40I4/11/99-GP (Vol. 1)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
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II WTO, 1999 

TOT. 39. 3361.—ftfftfa TOTOT # TOT #11 f # 
ft 9f 9TTO9TO % # HTOT9 TF*T % ftTOT 7p ft ft 
fam 9CT ft rm Miyfi rcr % ftr ftttftH ftr ftift tfero 
TOTftJlftVH finfftil gill Ml(»TOl5ft 9lf#; 

3frf ftr#T TOUT.^it ^Tfn HI# #11 t fftr "399 HtifaWlfft 

ftTOlft % H#iR % Iftft 3TT Wt ftTOiq 

■a# tot toiwt ft a# ft a#rq^n ft 39195 sriq# 3 9f#r>jfft 

ft 349l9 TOT 3lH|tt>K TORT 3H9T9TO ft; 

3M: 319, ft^fa 9TTOIT, ft##T9 3# 'Of#! 9lfTOU9 

(’jfiT 3 T 9#1 % aftftroKTOTST#) #*# 99 , 1962 (1962 TOT 

1950 ) # tnn 3 # Trora (i) 3T9#9ftfft#f TOTH#iTOftt 

39ft 399ftl TOT 3lfftTOlT 3lfMd TOT*) % 3iH"l 3TRT9 # «J)«i u ii 
TO ftftft; 

TO 3Tjqrfl ft #% ftfft ft f#TO£ TOtlf TO#!, 9999 it 
9®n TTOiftw ijtt srfftrjftTf 9ft ufftftf thtori tori to) 39?t®t tott 
[ftl(9# Hit fll(l<a ft tH ft[3 % ftftlT, 39ft 39ftl9 % 3lf*JTOR 

ft) 3T# HI 'jfft ft Hlftrouft ftTOlft ft) ft99 ft 39#! fhnad ft 
T9H9 HlfftTOTft, tffcTOT #~#fllTOWl TOT9 ft<H M#¥, TO# ft 
i/3, "TOftft#^", ftryr-#^ M i n rmftg, 9 toto-39200I, 
J l -H<1 0 9 ft TOT 33%9T I 




9ig99 (9fT#l) : fft# f#n 

: 999 

TP9 : 

7 pmn 

'II s ! 99 919 

Tlftwft./ 


# 



9975T5 91 

%TO3T 

3TTT 

ft##TT 


^11^ 




(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

#19 

919 ft9 

00 

03 

60 


587- 919 00 16 00 

588- 919 00 18 00 

607-919 00 30 20 

608/31-919 00 07 20 

91#ft (ftRTR) 00 04 20 

608/31,9-919 00 23 00 

645-9T9 00 10 44 

644/31,9-919 00 16 20 

641- 919 00 06 32 

643-919 00 17 93 

642- 919 00 14 70 

TO# #1 00 02 00 

06 


(1) 

(i) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

#19 

624-919 
(9# #r) 

00 

03 

60 


526-ftlft 

00 

33 

83 


525-919 

00 

01 

72 


524-919 

00 

06 

83 


527-919 

00 

00 

77 


523-919 

00 

04 

60 


522-919 

00 

14 

80 


520-919 

00 

08 

06 


521-919 

00 

16 

74 


505-9T9 

00 

05- 

30 


9TOl3flt#19- 

00 

04 

66 


TIT 919 3TOJJ. ftf. 


9ft. TWIT 


504-919 

00 

08 

80 

502-9T9 

00 

09 

80 

494/9-919 

00 

04 

27 

501-919 

00 

15 

10 

Hi$-fk (ft>'ii6i) 

00 

03 

60 

495-919 

00 

46 

80 

472-9T9 

00 

21 

40 

371-919 

00 

04 

00 

462-919 

00 

05 

20 

461-919 

00 

05 

76 

11/9,9-919 

00 

01 

54 

459-919 

00 

10 

70 

184-919 

00 

05 

56 

185/9-919 

00 

29 

32 

186-919 

00 

09 

10 

190-919 

00 

45 

40 

191-919 

00 

20 

52 

197-919 

00 

21 

29 

198-919 

00 

31 

31 

200-919 

00 

29 

02 

199-919 

00 

26 

30 

207/9-919 

00 

05 

34 

205/9-919 

00 

07 

60 

9t9#T 

00 

05 

40 





202/9-919 

00 

12 

80 

303/9-919 

00 

00 

25 

304-919 

00 

06 

70 

306-919 

00 

27 

60 

393-9T9 

00 

00 

20 


620-919 


00 


60 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

308-tJlR 

Off 

15 

38 

316-NRT 

00 

54 

32 

319-HF! 

00 

13 

(50 

318-Mm 

00 

24 

30 

-345-MRI 

00 

18 

40 

355-WT 

00 

06 

75 

344-MFT 

00 

12 

00 

342-MBT 

00 

10 

00 

357-NFT 

00 

09 

80 

358-nm 

00 

09 

80 

340-Mm 

00 

00 

60 

34l-mn 

00 

21 

60 

337-NFT 

00 

00 

63 

336-Nm 

00 

15 

97 

362- 1 IT T T 

00 

05 

50 


[m tf. W- 14014/1 l/99-*ft.ift. (MFT-1)] 
TfftW fWj, 3JflR HpTiq 
New Delhi, the I Ith November. 1999 

S.0.3361 .—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in life public interest that for the transport of 
natural gas Ip tpe State of Gqlorat from I lazira in District Surttt to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid be the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines. It is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962. (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested In the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, otyect in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, "KAVERI FLATS”. Shcrpura-Dahcj By 
Pass Road, Bharuch-392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Taluk* i Haiuot Dlst: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Digas 

Grass Patch 

00 

03 

60 


587-Part 

00 

16 

(X) 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

388-Part 

00 

18 

00 

607-Part 

00 

30 

20 

608/A-Part 

00 

07 

20 

Minor (Canal) 

00 

04 

20 

608/A, B-Part 

00 

23 

00 

645-Part 

00 

10 

44 

644/A, B-Part 

00 

16 

20 

641-Part 

00 

06 

32 

643-Part 

00 

17 

93 

642-Part 

00 

14 

70 

Cart Track 

00 

02 

00 

620-Part 

00 

06 

60 

624-Part (Cart Track) 

00 

03 

60 

526-Part 

00 

33 

83 

525-Part 

00 

01 

72 

524-Part 

00 

06 

83 

527-Part 

00 

00 

77 

523-Part 

00 

04 

60 

522-Part 

00 

14 

80 

520-Part 

00 

08 

06 

521-Part 

00 

16 

74 

505-Part 

00 

05 

30 

Nalla & Digas-Sarthan 00 
WBM Rd. 

04 

66 

504-Part 

00 

08 

80 

502-Pnrt 

00 

09 

80 

494/A-Part 

00 

04 

27 

501-Part 

00 

15 

10 

Minor (Canal) 

00 

03 

60 

495-Part 

00 

46 

80 

472-Part 

00 

21 

40 

371-Part 

00 

04 

00 

462-Part 

00 

05 

20 

461-Part 

00 

05 

76 

1 I/A, B-Part 

0(1 

01 

54 

459-Part 

00 

10 

70 

184-Part 

00 

05 

56 

185/A-Part 

00 

29 

32 

186-Part 

00 

09 

10 

190-Part 

00 

45 

40 

191-Part 

00 

20 

52 

197-Part 

00 

21 

29 

198-Part 

00 

31 

31 

200-Part 

00 

29 

02 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

199-Part 

00 

26 

30 

207/A-Part 

00 

05 

34 

205/B-Part 

00 

07 

60 

Mnngro! Distributor 

(K) 

05 

40 

20?/B-Parl 

00 

12 

80 

303/B-Part 

00 

00 

25 

304-Part 

00 

06 

70 

306-Part 

00 

27 

60 

393-Part 

00 

00 

20 

308-Part 

00 

15 

38 

316-Part 

00 

54 

32 

319-Part 

00 

13 

60 

318-Part 

00 

24 

30 

345-Part 

(K) 

18 

40 

355-Part 

00 

06 

75 

344-Part 

00 

12 

00 

342-Part 

00 

10 

00 

357-Part 

00 

09 

80 

358-Part 

00 

09 

80 

340-Part 

00 

00 

60 

341-Part 

00 

21 

60 

337-Part 

00 

00 

63 

336-Part 

00 

15 

97 

362 

00 

05 

50 


11'. No. L-140I4/I l/99-GP(Vol. I)| 
S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 
11 W*33, 1999 
rfii. 333.3362.ytfln 
■£f *nr strttto t % Tm % ftrpn tjrt 3 3 faw 

<ti«i n<* najiRim l)tt % hR^ot %fh$T 

%rcHRvn imtha* crt wiwnf" ttotmi ^iht ^iljy,; 

3fk ^h-fO«4 EK'fiK Tfit %n TRftn Trim f ftp Ml^MMI^ 

ftwiA %r h4I'»h % to tjPt ^ ftpfrtf tor ftjym, 

tt totw ♦ aftr adftRj^pn ^ 39i^: ^f% Tjfi? 

*f «SH<tl*l W SlftjtfcK 3rfS^7T 37731 33raV9«h t; 

3331: 33W, %3ftq TOR, 3fR 73ftHT TR^R^TTfR 

JMii1<i%atTPTOiT3naTiN) 33ftjftm, 1962 (1962 rr 
50) ttft «TR13 3fft •j 9»)KI ( 1) CRT RCT1 tdfttfltfl CR 3PfRT CRlt 33R 
4-i 4 3TT 3TftRT!K 3tPiffl % 339% 3tisa t t 3>t “i) t c j u mtsfl 

t; 

33TT arpj^ 3 ^ftfal 4jfft 7-f %TTT5 wiftlfl, TPSTO 
■R«R H'Tdfi’Rl |33 arftjT^RT ■Rft yfatf73TOTTR T1PT7TT aR 3MW®3 VT 
Ro( 3ir% cf) nrfta ^ ^^eIei r^-i Mfar, 3^r^f ohhIo 33ftt®EK 
% anfa tr 4jfa3ftroftl % 3 arrafti faftsm ^ 3 

tiwr TJiftrartt, RikMftvi'i fafti&i, s^rfar 3 . 

1/3, “3R^tr 7^” ( ^R^T-C^5T^TRTOT 3)3, M3^-39200l, 
TpiTTH ail ^7 tiki'll I 


3T 7J^ 


dlfrffil ( agCTTT) : Cfcfte ftWT 

: vtTOC 

7F*3; 

: TpTCTrT 


TT./ 


<&9 



34<95 R1 


33R 

ifcflWR 






(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Jj) 


28/7J3B-'R T T 

00 

05 

40 


55/33-431*1 

00 

20 

95 


57-RFT 

00 

01 

35 


33WT-3TTOl7tSR 

00 

08 

50 


TRfll 





53-RRr 

00 

38 

85 


5-4303 

00 

15 

20 


6I-43R1 

00 

02 

85 


62-43FT 

00 

26' 

44 


TO-RflpfR 

00 

02 

00 


(*TTOT) 





67/33-4303 

00 

13 

05 


67/^-431*1 

00 

14 

42 



00 

04 

90 


76-»30T 

00 

17 

44 


76/-4303 

00 

07 

66 







92-4303 

00 

57 

80 


84-4303 

00 

17 

95 


86/33-4301 

00 

23 

00 


TOOR 

00 

09 

60 


[mil. CfT. 14014/1 l/99-3ft.tft. (WT-1)] 
tjrtc fftp, am *iftro 

New Delhi, the I Ith November, 1999 


S.O. 3362,—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazlra in District Surat to 
Dnhej In District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines arc 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962. (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declnres its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one.days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority. Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, "KAVFRI FLATS" Shcrpura-Dahej By 
Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : 

Hansot Dist: Bharuch 


State: 

Gujarat 

Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Division or Hectare 

Block No. 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Kalam 

28/F-Part 

00 

05 

40 


55/A-Part 

00 

20 

95 


57-Part 

00 

01 

35 


Astha-Anklcshwar Rd. 

00 

08 

50 


53-Part 

00 

38 

85 


5-Part 

00 

15 

20 


61 -Part 

00 

02 

85 


62-Part 

00 

26 

44 


Sub-Minor (Canal) 

00 

02 

00 


67/A-Part 

00 

13 

05 


67/B Part 

00 

14 

42 


Telwa Minor 

00 

04 

90 


76-Part 

00 

17 

44 


76/Part (ONGC) 

00 

07 

66 


92-Part 

00 

57 

80 


84-Part 

00 

17 

95 


86/A-Part 

00 

23 

00 


Rayma Distributor 

00 

09 

60 


IF, No. : L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. I)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


II 33W1, i 999 

WT, 33. 3363.—31331 3% 3F ^ t % 

iMffru 3 3F armw t f¥ ^pwd 

ftrjn w if 331 % % 3 tiq?* 

3>i<9lit33 ETC! hii{hcii^’ 

sftl 31331 ^B1 Mtflo cl(II % am 

% TPtfJR % ffru 33 'JpT if fruitf 333 HI^MMHT^f to»iq, 


33 slynnJl 'J' 3lftl i i 3 qR'to 'JpT 

% 393t3 33 atftoro aiftfal 3R31 3im93> t; 

313: 3R, %3$3 31331, Mfrl33 aftl urf%3 31 $9H i n 
(»jft%33M%3lftl33133 313f=l) 3faf%33, 1962 (1962 33 
1950 ) 3ft tiro 3 3ft 39tiro ( 1 ) sro 333 3ll<Kl4f 33 33pT 3R% 
33% 333%! 33 3lf3<6R 3tP4n 33% % 313% 3333 3 ft tjtRtiff 
3TOftt; 

1333 3ftfa tjfiT r?(I34 3ftf Wlftyfl, 3333 % 

331 333l%13 53 3lfiJlJ^31 3ft 3ftl3t 111311313FT313% 33?T®ti 3TO 
firt 1*3% 3ft 3F(tlS ■% ?33ftn M % tftlll, 33% 333t3 %1 3tf%331 
% 3pjf3 31 tjft % 31^3^35% Pttsi'l %T 11*13 % 33^3 RiRdd 33 if 
3813 UlfMrft, tf^33 %<jt%Mro3 3>K9ft¥H RlMs, %. 
1/3, “33^t3i^^B", ^ 133 - 3 %^ 3199m M, 33TO-392001, 
Tpron 3% 3il 3%i31 I 

31^t 


ilTrpii ( fldtfln ) : ^Itrld Rami 

: 31TO 

irro: 

: TpHTlT 

•ill 3)1 HH 

3*fap>nt./ 


$3 



4Mtslc 31 

3E33T 

%331 

331 

ittm 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

MS 

525/3-313 

00 

02 

85 


523-313 

00 

40 

35 


522-313 

00 

12 

05 


520-313 

00 

10 

15 


517-313 

00 

08 

40 


518-313 

00 

09 

30 


516-313 

00 

19 

20 


5 15 31-313 

00 

12 

70 


fnft»31#l 

00 

08 

15 


5153-313 

00 

22 

51 


514-313 

00 

01 

40 


513/31-313 

00 

28 

35 


511-313 

00 

10 

80 


552-313 

00 

17 

30 


510-313 

00 

08 

55 


553-313 

00 

24 

50 


OtAs-Bteqin 

_2SD_ 

00 

02 

90 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Ttifte 

364-919 

00 

43 

70 


Mt-miwiwi 

00 

03 

70 


TTRTT 





264/33- 919 

00 

11 

70 


Hltrtl 

00 

02 

70 


266-919 

00 

33 

80 


268-919 

00 

38 

38 


269/31-919 

00 

00 

05 


257-919 

00 

13 

50 


256/31-919 

00 

05 

60 


7/9171.-91^ 

00 

05 

15 


( ) 





256/9-919 

00 

12 

25 



00 

04 

40 


253-3319 

00 

13 

85 


254-3319 

00 

08 

50 


[99, 33, 14014/11919-1] 

7J-fteT rWu, iH41 


New Delhi, the 11th November. 1999 

S.0.3363. —Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gu jarat from Nazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bhuruch. pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government ibiat for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid und which are described In the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum und Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962. (50 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein: 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3. "KAVF.RI FLATS" S|ierpura-Dahej By 
Pass Road. Bharuch-392001. Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 


Taiuka : 

Hansot Dist: Bharuch 

State: 

Gujarat 

Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Division or Hectare 

Block No. 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Rohid 

525/A-Part 

00 

02 

85 


523-Part 

00 

40 

35 


522-Part 

00 

12 

05 


520-Part 

00 

'0 

15 


517-Part 

00 

08 

4Q 


518-Part 

00 

09 

30 


516-Part 

00 

19 

20 


515 A-Part 

00 

12 

70 


Rohid Minor 

00 

08 

15 


515B-Part 

00 

22 

51 


514-Part 

Q0 

01 

40 


513/A-Pqrt 

00 

28 

35 


511-Part 

00 

10 

80 


552-Part 

00 

17 

30 


510-Part 

00 

08 

55 


5,53-Part 

00 

24 

50 


Rohid-Motwan Rd. 

00 

02 

90 


362-Part 

0.0 

43 

70 


Rahjd-Malgama Rd. 

0Q 

03 

70 


264/A-Part 

00 

11 

70 


Nalla 

00 

02 

70 


266-Parf 

0.0 

33 

80 


268-Part 

0.0 

3,8 

38 


269-/A-Part 

00 

00 

05 


257-Part 

00 

13 

50 


256/A-Part 

00 

05 

00 


3/L Minor (Can”',} 

00 

05 

15 


256/B-Part 

00 

12 

25 


Can Track 

00 

04 

40 


253-part 

00 

13 

85 


254-Part 

00 

08 

50 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. I)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
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11 nrar, 1999 

TUT. air. 3364 .—% 9$9 TITBIT 9 ft 9 ? 3 PftlT *191 fc fo¬ 

ci) 4>fJjn M? ^ ^JSTTRT TTO % Ricii TJT7T *)' F^ftTF 7t 

Rfdl "*) dl nqi ycyRi'n fol % hRohji ^f> Ri^) m*i 
^ plW SKI Rimfl Jll-fl 9lfoj; 

afa%9ft9Tiranrsifar*fot ftrmr m^ren^' 

fatJTt % % Rhi^ '3TT 'jRl 3 R>RtA <j«k1 Hi^ l H<ni5 '^ Riwir 

rat^ 99 hww ft aftr *9 aiftnj^PTT t) 3Tto 3ij|Tjfo *f qR4ci 'jfti 

951 3Tf%TOTT 3?f% quil ft; 

anT: ara, ttwk, ^T?tfrm aftr igRra 9i$9cit59 
(“*1^^ :3riqT ? rTr ^^rffer^rnr:^ ttt a^sN) aifafora, 1962 (1962 99 
50) *ft *hti 3 9ft 5399m (1) sra wra tiifoml 99 mfo 9mt 59 

<H*t 53991999 3TRl4)k 3lfo<T 951% ftr 379ft 37(719 9% <sj“i u i( qi<(fl 

ft; 

an spjTjfo 3 9f% 3^1 %i fowl 9 %^ sqfor, rran 3 
9 «ti wrfTRTTfl aiRirjnr 9 % 'wfh^ff urnmn ram 9 % tow m 
for raift aft rrnftrs 7) ^nftn P^h % atm, arrtf anta % 3 Tftmr 
oR 3TJta 91 *jfft hi^hcIi?^ ftisi't % fMn %' sfota IcTftsniT 959 ft 
wi mfmrtt, ftfemi ftjjfoffoTwr rnttTR fete, ntar a. 
1 / 3 , “arr^tt 9 ^ 77 ", araainTts, aara- 392001 , 

‘jJKid aft air 7fo9i 1 




diqw(Tnr*ftCT):irfTTte font 

: 

TP9: 

: ^piTHT 

q|q 99 ’"it4 

nftwri./ 





dHlsi'S ^TT 


37TT 

7fot3HT 






(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

95*1911 

135-^T-HPT 

00 

10 

55 


144-9P1 

00 

04 

60 


143/9/1-HF1 

00 

19 

35 


143/31/1 -'TFT 

00 

18 

50 


piwV~+'Hqi 

00 

04 

60 


TIT91 





I43M/2-9FT 

00 

04 

00 


139-919 

00 

10 

65 


138-919 

00 

09 

95 


I37-9T9 

00 

07 

95 


I33-9T9 

00 

15 

60 


j f 131'S) 

00 

13 

30 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

$51911 

82-919 

00 

11 

60 


81-919 

00 

05 

40 


86-919 

00 

12 

15 


87-919 

00 

11 

50 


85-9T9 

00 

21 

33 


97-919 

00 

10 

83 


ftt ft* 

TTTTTT $5*1911 3lt 
3)"t4lft) 9TI 

00 

02 

60 


88-919 

00 

01 

65 


96/31,9-919 

00 

37 

40 


93-919 

00 

15 

50 


94-919 

00 

10 

40 


92-919 

00 

30 

34 


91 -919 

00 

01 

92 


109-919 

00 

06 

00 


[an. Tt. W. 14014/1 l/99-aft. T ft. (aFT-1)] 
y"flei jan Rip, 3m TTfaa 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.0.3364.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, “K.AVERI FLATS" Sherpura-Dahcj by 
Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 
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SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Hansot Dlst: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Division or Hectare 

Block No. 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Kudadara 

I35-B-Part 

00 

10 

55 


144-Part 

00 

04 

60 


143/B/l-Part 

00 

19 

35 


143/A/l-Part 

00 

IS 

50 


Hansot-Kosamba 

Rd. 

00 

04 

60 


143/B/2-Part 

00 

04 

00 


139-Part 

00 

10 

65 


138-Part 

00 

09 

95 


137-Part 

00 

07 

95 


133-Part 

00 

15 

60 


Vand Khadi 

00 

13 

30 


82-Part 

00 

1 1 

60 


81-Part 

00 

05 

40 


86-Part 

00 

12 

15 


87-Part 

00 

11 

50 


85-Part 

00 

21 

33 


97-Part 

00 

10 

83 


WBM Rd. Kudadra 

ONGC D.S. 

00 

02 

60 


88-Part 

00 

01 

65 


96/A,B-Part 

00 

37 

40 


93-Part 

00 

15 

50 


94-Part 

00 

10 

40 


92-Part 

00 

30 

34 


91-Part 

00 

0! 

92 


109-Part 

00 

06 

00 


|F. No. : L-14014/1 l/99-GP(Vol !)| 
S. K SINGH. Under Secy. 


11 1999 

WT. 3TT.3365.- — ^'^l < t Fit wrftn tTinl% Rfo etl^fad 

3 4F 3TWFW % f^T? ‘j'jRlfl TF^T % f^Krll 1*4WI 

^<e.r( "£j wi'jifo*?' ^itt mR^H % Rri*l ^PfetR 

"4)1(9^714 TJKT r*l«l41 ^tpfl "^rf%U; 

■sftr titerm. tT?T 0,^1 sitilci Tim % f^T tfw Mufodn*"! 

fam-l % TntFFT % Pent d+t 'jf*T PdllA 4*40 ti^ntn^'l f*f0TTJ 
■Jlf^ ^TT Mtbi't$ sfa TFT STftFJ^'TT ^ <TlMd 

3 ^FTtF SltoFK Slfafa 7RTT W«fFFTT t; 

3FT; 3TO, TTWTC, alR 7jrfT3[ 

('3f i l^WTm%3lf^lT^13P3f4:) StWpFT, 1962 (1962®RT 
50) *mr 3 ^rtrm (i) ^tftsRrqt ^rr -smtrr -gxr 

d*1*} <JH*ni*1 ^ 3TRl7irc dfMfl 'Tj id % 3FF1 31l*f14 *J|'1 U II 4>Wfl 

t; 

iw qp j Io ff *61 if 

4*TT V'+.rfjM TH 3lfVtj*FlT •tft yffrot'RWTT' 1 ! jRfll ^ '«FTT 

;-3TT% ctlPlra 7l Q'^riUn f^H % 'IRU jmA d'TOlO % 3lftl*bK 
% 3Taf4 7TT 'jRr "ip hi^mciI?^ f*T®T% % 74*1*4 "Si 3711119 RiHad 7*9ff 
wr vrftwrft, tf*99 -^r^f^TT ttifIUr tHf M - y; , 4. 
1/3, ‘'49^ 4^9”, VpTpT-r^t 9I44R1 TPS, 9^-392001, 
'J3HI(T ®Rl 4R raw'll I 

rll(J«T ( d*#?l ) : TftHfe fttrTT : »W3 TF9 : 'JWId 


Vti 99 9T9 

TPJumTT./ 

'3Hjte9T 


3TR 

TPrftOTT 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

9T9£ 

418/37-9FT 

00 

31 

97 


418/®I-'HPT 

00 

04 

02 


409—'TFT 

00 

03 

63 



00 

02 

06 


416-VFT 

00 

00 

11 


410/9- 'TFT 

00 

00 

44 


411 —'TFT 

00 

12 

74 


412—'TFT 

00 

09 

06 


met•!<. Hi^*ik 

00 

08 

30 


291-'TFT 

00 

27 

80 


99^ 5f3> 

00 

12 

80 


305-9FT 

00 

43 

00 


3 18—'TFT 

00 

22 

30 


3I7-4F1 

00 

12 

10 
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(I) (2) (3) (4) (5) 


321-M1M 

00 

17 

30 

323-HFT 

00 

44 

90 

328-MTM 

00 

17 

95 


’oo 

03 

95 

370 - Mm 

00 

10 

90 

368 - Mm 

00 

23 

60 

365 - Mm 

00 

20 

60 

364 - Mm 

00 

45 

75 

366 - Mm 

00 

02 

20 

360 - Mm 

00 

03 

04 

362 - Mm 

00 

31 

90 

4il<i 

00 

03 

80 

342 -Mm 

00 

41 

20 

343 - Mm 

00 

04 

10 


04 

50 

WST ^'IIClOO 

08 

30 

00 

05 

30 

188 “ Mm 

00 

20 

10 

187 - Mrn 

00 

24 

60 

VO 

00 

00 

09 

60 

198 - Mm 

00 

32 

90 

205 - Mrn 

00 

27 

38 

204 - Mm 

00 

07 

03 

206 - Mrn 

00 

26 

12 





(%Mmr) 

00 

09 

70 

178 - Mm 

00 

20 

40 

177 - Mm 

00 

15 

75 

176 - Mm 

00 

1 1 

85 

174 - Mm 

00 

07 

80 

7JM* MT1Z 




UT 




MMTTTTIT 

00 

20 

40 

173 - Mm 

00 

14 

87 


[i t :T^T, 14014/11/99-^ft. tt. (MTM I)] 
JlMH fMa, 33MT 

New Delhi, ihe 11th November, 1999 

S.0.3365.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the Slate of Gujarat from I Inziru in District Sural to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 


And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in thc'schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 1962), 
Ihe Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein: 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule mny within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published In the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of ihe right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
lo the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVERI FLATS” Sherpura-Dahej by 
Pass Road. Bhnruch-392001. Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 

Tuluka : Hansot Dist : Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Parvat 

418/A-Part 

00 

31 

97 


418/B-Part 

00 

04 

02 


409-Part 

00 

03 

63 


Canal 

00 

02 

06 


416-Part 

00 

00 

11 


410/B-Part 

00 

00 

44 


411-Part 

00 

12 

74 


412-Part 

00 

09 

06 


Valener Minor 

00 

08 

30 


291-Part 

00 

27 

80 


Cart Track 

00 

12 

80 


305-Part 

00 

43 

00 


318-Part 

00 

22 

30 


317-Part 

00 

12 

10 


321-Part 

00 

17 

30 


323-Part 

00 

44 

90 


328-Part 

00 

17 

95 


Cart Track 

00 

03 

95 


370 - Part 

00 

10 

90 


368 - Part 

00 

23 

60 


365 - Part 

00 

20 

60 


3345 01 / 99—4 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Parvat 364 - Part 

00 

45 

75 

366 - Part 

00 

02 

20 

360 - Part 

00 

03 

04 

362 - Part 

00 

31 

90 

Cart Track 

00 

03 

80 

342 -Part 

00 

41 

20 

343 - Part 

00 

04 

10 

Sisodara 

00 

04 

50 

Distributary 




Kosamba Branch 

00 

08 

30 

Canal 




Parvat 

00 

05 

30 

Distributary 




188 - Part 

00 

20 

10 

187 - Part 

00 

24 

60 

186 - Part 

00 

09 

60 

198 - Part 

00 

32 

90 

205 - Part 

00 

27 

38 

204 - Part 

00 

07 

03 

206 - Part 

00 

26 

12 

3/L Minor 

00 

09 

70 

(Canal) 




178 - Part 

00 

20 

40 

177 - Part 

00 

15 

75 

176 - Part 

00 

11 

85 

174 - Part 

00 

07 

80 

WBM Road 

00 

04 

53 

Sunve to 




Parvat 




173 - Part 

00 

14 

87 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. I)] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 

fter'fl, 11 1999 


®T t 3TT* 3366.—HTOiTT ^5 Meftn % Rn 

3 TTF 400m % fa *J4KM TF*1 %fatfl 4J70 3 3 

f^i7?n tpo % % qp. 'q g-i % Mr 

«hkm1Xvh fafMSs 6 ki fMyfa an-A TnflfiJ; 
attr ^-j{h 4t %o "snftTT 4or t ■far ^rr oifM 
4 uMHl % f^ro; 'TO <jp4 3 f^44^f ^00 OM 'OT^f fMttIV, 
^ m TOfw $ aftr w 3rfM7jtrcT it 3or*ng arjqift ^ 4% ’Jfa 
"<¥ ■sqMl'i OTT 3Tft|°r>R ^Mri <mii 30^7003^; 


301: sm, TUTOR, 9<lRd9H 3fR Tlfal m$4MI$W 

(^3STfan4stftTOR7FT3faT) 3?fafalR, 1962 ( 1962 «PT 
50) off MRt 3 off tsoort (l) SRittoo vifapifotTtfaooRi'r 1 !^ 
4l^ 49q)'l 00 atfOOTR 3rfifu % 3 th* 1 -3TT7IO0>t •ii I l u U T><.tfl 

t; 

OOfl ap^df Of% 'jP? 3 0 ?tf Tsqfar, TTOOO tSJ 

ftfO, Off mflra 4f [q-i 4 Mint, 341 *¥ 4441*1 4 34TOR 

ruto uiftrotf, tfkoo ^faftroos onrqfaH MM3®, MHrM. 
1/3, “?# 1 1^l", ^R^fl-Ofaf aiiqMHH Tfa OOWf-392001, 
^JUffl-OftOR W4i'll I 




ORJOJT (fatffa) : iftte fafa : 

♦TOOT 

1T*0 : 

: «^4H!d 

oroonom 

4/ 
oofs* or 

^JR7 

307 

44307 

(t) 

(-2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

^tfpWiWU 

520-OPT 

00 

00 

26 


533/1,2-VPT 

00 

12. 

90 



00 

16 

05 


534-OTO 

00 

38 

25 


538/1 -mn 

00 

03 

99 


536-OF1 

00 

02 

41 


537/1 -MPT 

00 

24 

11 


533/2-OPT 

00 

15 

45 


549-VF1 

00 

24 

55 


542-OTO 

00 

07 

00 


543-OPT 

00 

21 

85 


632-HTO 

00 

47 

95 


[00.4 : Tfa. 14014/1 l/99-7jft.4. (ORt-l)] 
gMfatpiRlfa, ator'Rfao 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 
S.O. 3366,—Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the 
said pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described 
in the schedule annexed to this notification; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right 6f user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the Competent Authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No, 1/3, 
"KAVER1 FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej Bypass Road, 
Bharuch-392001. Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Hansot Dist i Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Area 


Division or Hectare 

Block No. 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) (3) 


( 4 ) 

(5) 

Sunevkalla 

520-Part 

00 

00 

26 


533/1,2-Part 

00 

12 

90 


QNOC WBM Rd- 

00 

16 

05 


534-Part 

00 

38 

25 


538/1-Part 

00 

03 

99 


536-Part 

00 

02 

41 


5,17/1-Part 

00 

24 

II 


537/2-Part 

00 

15 

45 


549-Part 

00 

24 

55 


542-Part 

00 

07 

00 


543-Part 

00 

21 

85 


632-Part 

0Q 

47 

95 


[F, NO, L- 14014/11/99-GP (Vol. !)J 
$. K' SINGH, Under Secy. 


II 1999 

ZfiT. 3TT. 3367.— 'b-sOd wfl irrfln el61 $ frft 

prPFftrcr fr w uraw t frft jpRPT mu % fror tjpt ^ ^ 

fapn ■fr mr yi$ftw % vf/qti i % ftp) jflrm 
frjWpwwi wrfrsH U7t Now) ’wrfirM,; 

Trrftw tflttr t % mit uwif^ 
fwpt % phTjh frro 'jfrefii ~sw\ frroip 
^ wtfs 13frt atftnjmr t mu fr 'jffr •$ 
atftror SfflFfrJ fP| ®WT*PF t; 

(\jffcr1962 (1967^*1 
19 so) ^ m 3 wmr( I) bto wt m iriPr 


injTTfr duqln m StftTOT 3tf^ftT % 3PT^ 37T7RT ttfr HtmiT 
ifcTtftt; 

mw ■fr ^f% sjffr "fr ^ «jPrt, mm 3 

HHT W4il0lflFT ^rfll^PT vToqt 'SRt BPPW ^5TT 

3qq)M%3iftmR 

% mfppi 'jffr ^i T TffUMI5')' RittM 3tT^qfttfr3RPW^ 

TT6Js=r yifrl^FTtl, ?rSP4 «hltqUviH frlfiPTS, 3. 

1/3, “PtTfrfr TOUm TT5, *1^-392001, 

^ptTTtT " B Ft 1 

(wrfrn): jhili frmrmvw mi: 


•liq ^il im 

(1) 

mfamTt./ 

TTWS'UT 

(2) 

it 661 

(3) 

3TR 

(4) 

#^)3TR 

(5) 

3PWHI 


00 

01 

57 


295“ V IT T T 

00 

04 

80 


297-MFT 

00 

56 

43 


298-'TPT 

00 

00 

17 


30 1 - , »4T T T 

00 

17 

15 


302/31, *PHFT 

00 

14 

35 


303-HPT 

00 

15 

44 


304-HPT 

00 

00 

25 


276-*TPT 

00 

16 

65 


275-frFI 

00 

06 

85 


277- v TPT 

00 

09 

55 


273-mi 

00 

10 

05 


270-HPT 

00 

34 

15 


266-HP1 

00 

02 

59 


265-MFT 

00 

10 

80 


264-HPT 

00 

02 

10 


262-HPI 

00 

21 

00 


259-HPT 

00 

05 

06 


232-HFI 

00 

28 

85 


214/31, *-HFT 

00 

14 

95 


22 1 -HPT 

00 

24 

05 


220-HFT 

00 

18 

69 


215-HPT 

00 

00 

18 


217-HPT 

00 

22 

18 


2I8-HPT 

00 

07 

05 


198-HPT 

00 

31 

60 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

3TIWHI—41 (1 

199-MFT 

00 

11 

45 


196-MPT 

00 

04 

28 


195-MFT 

00 

12 

09 


201/3T-MPT 

00 

01 

01 


194-MFT 

00 

15 

77 


102-HPT 

00 

11 

79 


101-MTM 

00 

07 

52 


99-M1M 

00 

01 

53 


100/31, R-MFI 

00 

19 

36 


86/4-MPT 

00 

12 

40 


88-MPT 

00 

00 

19 


87-MPT 

00 

18 

54 


76/3T-MPT 

00 

00 

90 


76/M-MPT 

00 

22 

25 


treir 00 

04 

45 


60-MPT 

00 

01 

44 


42-MPT 

00 

30 

81 


43-MPT 

00 

03 

12 


44-MPT 

00 

22 

29 


45-MPT 

00 

12 

29 



00 

17 

50 


['Fli H5T-14014/I l/99-lft.4 (MPT-I)] 
Tffar 1%, 3 trt rIrr 
New Delhi, the 11th November. 1999 


S.O. 3367 . —Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the 
said pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described 
in the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962, (50 of 1962,, the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the Competent Authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej Bypass Road, 
Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka ; Hansot Dlst : Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Area 


Division or Hectare 
Block No, 


Are Centiere 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Asarma 

Cart Track 

00 

01 

57 


295-Part 

00 

04 

80 


297-Part 

00 

56 

43 


298-Part 

00 

00 

17 


301-Part 

00 

17 

15 


302/A, B-Part 

00 

14 

35 


303-Part 

00 

15 

44 


304-Part 

00 

00 

25 


276-Part 

00 

16 

65 


275-Part 

00 

06 

85 


277-Part 

00 

09 

55 


273-Part 

00 

10 

05 


270-Part 

00 

34 

15 


266-Part 

00 

02 

59 


265TPart 

00 

10 

80 


264-Part 

00 

02 

10 


262-Part 

00 

21 

00 


259-Part 

00 

05 

06 


232-Part 

00 

28 

85 


214/A, B-Part 

00 . 

14 

95 


221-Part 

00 

24 

05 


220-Part 

00 

18 

69 


215-Part 

00 

00 

18 


217-Part 

00 

22 

18 


218-Part 

00 

07 

05 


198-Part 

op 

31 

60 


199-Part 

00 

II 

45 


196-Part 

00 

04 

28 


) 95-Part 

00 

12 

09 


201/A-part 

00 

01 

01 


) 94-Part 

00 

15 

77 


102-Part 

00 

11 

79 


101-Part 

00 

07 

52 


99-Part 

00 

01 

53 


100/A, B-Part 

00 

19 

36 


86/B-Part 

00 

12 

40 


88-Part 

00 

00 

19 


87-Part 

00 

18 

54 


76/A-Part 

00 

00 

90 


76/B-Part 

00 

22 

25 


Kosamba-Sahol Rd. 

00 

04 

45 


60-Part 

00 

01 

44 


42-Part 

00 

30 

81 


43-Part 

00 

03 

12 


44-Part 

00 

22 

29 


45-Part 

00 

12 

29 


Kim River 

00 

17 

50 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. I)] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
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[BIB II—#5 3 (ii)] BTCBB7 WIB : BB*BT 27, 1999/3TRE1B TI T 6, 1921 


Btf ftptft, 11 1TO, 1999 

4ii. 3TT. 3368.—w*nu. Bit <ie nrfln (ftm ^ far 

Mi wb ff qfc'Ji bbt m^Rioti ftrr % sO^ei % f^rit ^l«9H 

^W*IBiWIBi , K<il>l?IH SKI 41<MMI^' fttfldl -flul HlffeU.; 

3ttr 'ti-s{l i i TRBiTT Bit i^tii wtfln cl til % fSp d'Ki HiifeuV't 
fawA % k4\sfli % fhn ’TO 'jfa ^ fBRtf -jurt qi^qfliE^ fv^m, 
biA bti bebtb t ata w sift^rcr ft bbibj; argTjBt A Bfbfa 'jft 
'4hh1 , i BB ST^BBT ^llMn <ii(n Bnqj(<i^i %; 

3TB: 3TO, %B$B TRB>K, l^tfew afa TBftB m{qtfl?d 
('jfa^BBAB^SlfaBircBBap’lfB) srffcifwq, 1962 (1962 BIT 
1930) Bft BTCT 3 Bft'SRRTR ( I) £RT RBB VlPlfl^f BIT RBtB BTRt 
3i*K <jh4Vi B|11 SlftlBiTT 3iPjfo BiA % 3 TbA 3TT7TB Bit RtBBT 
BiTBt %i 


tbb ar^Tjsfl A bMb 'jfR A ftn*ra; b?t^ «iRm, ttbbb ^f 
RBI xfiiRiin Blf^TTJRRT B>t RftlRt TITRTriB BpJBT Bit BBtB®R BTTT 
ftR^TFtRftRTftTaffERBftn ftrr% *ftRT, btA 39419% aiftBUT 
% 3 TbH RT ^ # BlJmSIU^ fti»A%EWRff 3TrctRfTTR9B BRft 


TI^SB Rlf%^>lft, Ef^RR BITTBltETE Dn^A^i, R3fBT % 

1/3, "Bn^BT^TT'’. BtTgn-B^B BTBBIB Tt¥, BR1R-392001, 
‘J^Uin Bit BIT T1%RF I 




WRUrl fiBWT: BWrer 

7T*B: 

TjaiTRT 

BIB Bit iih 

'JBtd* RI 

%BST 

3BT 

#^t3TTC 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

afmr 

101-MtB 

00 

23 

92 


100-BPT 

00 

01 

09 


Bil3 sfBi 

00 

02 

09 


98-BTB 

00 

16 

90 


97-BIB 

00 

01 

65 


[BR.Tt. RT!T.-I40I4/11/99-RfWt. (BTB-1)] 
^IRTT ftlE, 3TRT ElfaR 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3368.—Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 


And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the 
said pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described 
in the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Miner¬ 
als Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 

1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the Competent Authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
"KAVERI FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej by Pass Road, 
Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Hansot Dist: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division or 
Block No. 


Area 


Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Obha 

101 -Part 

00 

23 

9^2 


100-Part 

00 

01 

09 


Cart T rack 

00 

02 

09 


98-Part 

00 

16 

90 


97-Part 

00 

01 

65 


[F. No. L-14014/11 /99-GP (Vol. I)] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


11 WRT, 1999 


thi. 3TT, 3369. — T1TBITT Bit BE Mrflfl elm ^ 1% 
tfl<tifi»o i-f BE 3RRERBI% 1% )piTTE 7PR% Rneii TJTBft EBftTT ft 
fBBTT BTFR ft BBT wi^iRiifi % RftREB % Rn4 


3ttT %B(tR Bit 0,+n Htflo elm % f% BBB hi^h ttiel 
f4tsA % BBtuR % Rut BTT 'jfR ft PjitiJf BBB hi^h <ni?l f%RR 
^ BB BTBTB t atk ^-TBianC 3t^t Bf%'jffT 

ff BBBtB bb arftjBnr aiRrfn bbbt sttbebbi 


31B: 3tB, ^nftBTRBilT, A^tftTBB3fl< tal-i-*! nnfMenen (sipT 
^7rB^%3lftlBTTBri3T5N) 3TMABB, 1962 ( 1962 BB 50 ) Bit 
BIB3 Bit JMBItl ( I ) 5RI HBB VlfBBBtBiTMqlM Bittt JMBl'l 

Bil 3tfttBiTT 3tflfBBiT%% 3 ih 1 3BBTB Bit BtB 1 ^ BiTBt %; 
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■3*sr spfqpft 3 p?I$ zqftn, tfsttit 3 

4*41 li4>lfS(ld FT Slftl^prn Pf) yRi<u td^K 0 ! ar-itu pi) etKi 

ft^PfftpftPlffaa'^Ppftl ft9%9ftT, Ttft 444V 1^13Tf9PTK 
% 3T3fr 74 »jfa 3 ffttft % *ft9 3 3TTpft ftrfftP WT 3 

4319 TTlf9Pftt, tffftH 4 >KmU¥H ftlftifi, Z^ffPT 4. 

1/3, "PTftt 4(4^9’’, 7l9J9-pfr4T 4I4V19 Tfe, M^-392001, 

Tprtm p?r pt 4%4i i 

3^pjeft 

TnTJPTT ( ri#^llr*1 ) : WW RhWI : VTPPT TT^T: ^'JUKi 


4TPP>T9T9 

TT./ 

4T 

^PF 

fift 

3T9 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


139-914 

00 

87 

60 


139-vrm 

00 

24 

70 


139-914 

00 

19 

40 


139-914 

00 

33 

96 


139-914 

00 

17 

00 


139-914 

00 

65 

74 


266-914 

00 

17 

64 


267-914 

00 

05 

20 


265-9T4 

00 

17 

85 


268-914 

00 

05 

80 


269-914 

00 

03 

76 


270-9T4 

00 

02 

45 


271-914 

00 

02 

20 


[49.4 ftT-14014/l l/99-4ftft. (914-11)] 
Tfftr ^94 ftft, 3TPT 4ftP 


New Delhi, the I Ith November, 1999 

S.O. 3369.—Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharach, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that faf the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire fire right of user in the land under which the 
said pipelines arc proposed to be laid and which are described 
in the schedule annexed to this notification; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Miner¬ 
als Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the Competent Authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej by Pass Road, 
Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Bharuch Dist: Bharueb State : Gujarat 


Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Keshrol 

139-Part 

00 

87 

60 


139-Part 

00 

24 

70 


139-Part 

00 

19 

40 


139-Part 

00 

33 

96 


139-Part 

00 

17 

00 


139-Part 

00 

65, 

74 


266-Part 

00 

17 

64 


267-Part 

00 

05 

20 


265-Part 

00 

17 

85 


268-Part 

00 

05 

80 


269-Part 

00 

03 

76 


270-Part 

00 

02 

45 


271-Part 

00 

02 

20 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. 11)] 
S, K. SINGH, Under Secy. 

11 W*4, 1999 


«*>l. 3TT. 3370.—%9ftT wru't pj] W wdlq cini % ft) 
3TTPFTPT t ft) TpRRT TP*T % faTO HJHT t? IPfal 3 
ftWT 9^9 3 TIP? SiyflPF % % % ftft rfftrn 

^^ftPi'WT 4)KMAVH Sit! 9lf4MI$^ Plftq,; 

3ft 9RP)K Pit ^91 Tlfft TfWT t ft) TPTt 4T$4«n} 
% U41JTH % f^^PT "if ftnfrtf tup fafftH 

P4 TOTW t aft FT SRfftjpPT T) ■3T4IP5 qfbfp »jft 

3 T94t4 PTT arftlPTtT arftft PTTPI ^IPV4^ *■ 








[919II—lt*3 (ii)] 


9179 *9 71*9* ; W*7 27, 1999/37W19* 6, 1921 
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am: am, %9ft* * 79117 , 3fk 731*1* ^mwi s h 

33^^17:^13^) aifaftmr, 1962 (1962*7 
50 ) VT7T 3 9ft "399171 (I ) 1T71 99* VlPRI'Mf 97 99t9 91771 
44*1 4 h < ?I 0 911 3lfa977 3if3fri oh(^ % 319') 3usfi*i cel *4 )^*j 11 cr<nl 

tj 

"3971 3p[7£9l $ *fl>f7T Tjfa 3 ftiWE 9Tt^ *tlf*M, 71*9* "3 
w 99rftm ?7f «fatj*9i 9ft sftrat 7mn7* *rmt *?i * 9^*9171 
f^H*PtHit TlrffW^f !|94)ll7 R;i % *fl<K, att*! dH^l'i % 3lf^<tii< 
% 3T#T 91 tjftr 9lf Wntf f*TOT% % mtfv 3 371319 fwRflfl *77"$ 

71379 'wftwifl, tftr** Mi'iUvn Riftis, «eifa *. 

1/3, <, 9n^9Hf%7T", 9lT371-9fc* mT«mr<H 7t5, 99^-392001, 
•j'JiOd 9lt 9)7 71%9I I 

* 


(injfltii ( <1^416 ) : ftlWI: V7T* 71**: ^*71* 


919 99-=119 

'77*9* 7*./ 

391SU 91 

*9191 

$937 

31* 

3117 

^’rfl'STTT 

(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

3I9.W1 

2-919 

00 

87 

47 


2-919 

00 

14 

60 


2-919 

00 

07 

00 



00 

14 

04 


492 31, 9-919 

00 

23 

30 


491-919 

00 

23 

07 


490-919 

00 

10 

24 


501-919 

00 

00 

53 


508-919 

00 

00 

41 


509-919 

00 

08 

93 


489 31, 9-919 

00 

04 

20 


488-919 

00 

21 

02 


510-919 

00 

01 

54 


51 1-919 

00 

05 

87 


512-919 

00 

14 

45 


513 31, *-919 

00 

07 

30 


514-919 

00 

25 

65 


531-919 

00 

16 

80 


530-919 

00 

1 1 

48 


533-919 

00 

57 

90 


536-(3l)9!9 

536-(*) 

00 

00 

33 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


534-919 

00 

16 

25 


559-919 

00 

15 

21 


560-919 

00 

19 

25 


561-919 

00 

22 

05 


562-919 

00 

15 

85 


398-919 

00 

34 

65 


397-919 

00 

09 

80 


392-919 

00 

06 

78 


391-919 

00 

36 

77 


389-919 

00 

09 

75 


380-919 

00 

11 

25 


381-919 

00 

15 

38 


382-919 

00 

01 

33 


370 31, *-919 

00 

00 

25 


369-919 

00 

42 

56 



00 

01 

50 


365-919 

00 

31 

27 


364-919 

00 

09 

57 


366-919 

00 

06 

25 


[99.71.971. 14014/1 I/99-'3ft. T ft. (9F1-II)] 
TfftTi 3*117 ftry, 3797 7ifa* 
New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 


S.O.3370.—Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that it is necessary in the.public interest that for the 
transport of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neces¬ 
sary to acquire the right of user in the land under which the 
said pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described 
in the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power* conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Miner¬ 
als Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 
1962, (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the data on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
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the pipelines under the land to the Competent Authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392001, Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Bharuch Dist: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 

Survey/Sub 

Area 

Village 

Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare Are Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) (4) (5) 


2-Part 

00 

87 

47 

2 -Part 

00 

14 

60 

2-Part 

00 

07 

00 

Nalla 

00 

14 

04 

492 A, B-Part 

00 

23 

30 

491 -Part 

00 

23 

07 

490-Part 

00 

10 

24 

501-Part 

00 

00 

53 

508-Part 

00 

00 

41 

509-Part 

00 

08 

93 

489 A, B-Part 

00 

04 

20 

488-Part 

00 

21 

02 

510-Part 

00 

01 

54 

511-Part 

00 

05 

87 

512-Part 

00 

14 

45 

513 A, B-Part 

00 

07 

30 

514-Part 

00 

?5 

65 

531-Part 

00 

16 

80 

530-Part 

00 

11 

48 

533-Part 

00 

57 

90 

536 A, B-Part 

00 

00 

33 

5 3 4-Part 

00 

16 

25 

559-Part 

00 

15 

21 

560-Part 

00 

19 

25 

561-Part 

00 

22 

05 

562-Part 

00 

15 

85 

398-Part 

00 

34 

65 

397-Part 

00 

09 

80 

192-Part 

00 

06 

78 

391-Part 

00 

36 

77 

389-Part 

00 

09 

75 

380-Part 

00 

1 1 

25 

381-Part 

00 

15 

38 


(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


382-Part 

00 

01 

33 


370 A, B-Part 

00 

00 

25 


369-Part 

00 

42 

56 


Cart Track 

00 

01 

50 


365-Part 

00 

31 

27 


364-Part 

00 

09 

57 


366-Part 

00 

06 

25 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. II)] 
S, K. SINQH, Under Sccy. 


11 Waft, 1999 

TFT. WT. 3371.—Wftn ifal t f*F 
rfaFffctT A' *TF 3TTTTPPF t ft* TP^r % fapflT TJCTT 3 

Patcii 7W % mR®HH % teT^f 

*Hh>K TTcfteT (fidI % mifncin^' 

fttsi") % U*fl3R % 4tt yjfn ^ 44ti 4i^4di$^i f*TOh7 
% 3ftr ^ 4Hi4<£ tJ 41 (j in sjpl 

3 49tfl*l ^1 3tftp?iK atfrftT^iTTT 3TKTWF%; 

3TCT: 3TO, mfrH I W Cffil 

•Si^Tqtn%3lftTOTW3pN) aiffcrfim, 1962 (1962^50)^ 

atfV^iK atft ffl % 3FT% aim^ M'm^n frtri) t; 

■3q?T ^ ^>f?t ’jPT 3 fton.£, ^ rHTpW, TM9H 

^T*JT h'mRou TIB ^Tit ytn^T trmn. u i 'ji-kii <mi 

f^%vf^ ) ^^rpiiT T %g 1 fVppn: 
% 3i4 , i ^TT wiiHdi?") Rttyi'j % 3n^pt feiRgci <^m "fif 
WI UlrfMwft, •WK'Mkh ftlWlS, t}. 

1/3, " f\£ t M^-392001, 

'TpRFT "®ft tr^tht i 

( n^tJfcn ) t RflWi : TF^Tt 

■nfa ^tt htr Tpsfapr Ti./ _ah_ 

aH«i® ■jh ^ 3tr -^tam 

^TFIT 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

’^Tfrai 

44-MFT 

00 

33 

53 


41 1 -MPT 

00 

06 

78 


110 -HFT 

00 

05 

00 


76—'HPT 

00 

38 

57 






[mnil—T3TE3 (ii)] 


HTOI ^1 TPm : 27, 1999/SnTCFFl 6, 1921 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

*Hiwn (■^trtt) 

78-VF1 

00 

17 

25 


77-MF1 

00 

07 

05 


79-WJ 

00 

06 

45 


80-MPT 

00 

04 

60 


83/3T-MP1 

00 

22 

18 


82-MFT 

00 

08 

60 



00 

04 

56 


63-m 

00 

10 

12 


59-VFT 

00 

06 

20 


62-'TFT 

00 

08 

80 


61-MPT 

00 

10 

80 


60—'TFT 

00 

11 

95 


57-MPT 

00 

17 

40 


54-'TFT 

00 

32 

54 


56-vfFT 

00 

00 

11 


52-MPT 

00 

16 

33 


33-MPT 

00 

05 

30 


34-rpt 

00 

51 

91 


46-»TFr 

00 

00 

02 


45-3TR 

00 

37 

53 


43-3TFT 

00 

01 

34 


[m Tf. m 14014/11/99-^ft.Tft. (RF1-I1)] 
1%, 3TO Tlfo* 

New Delhi, the I Ith November, 1999 . 


S.O. 3371. —Whefeas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 


the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI PLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej Bypass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Bharuch Dist; Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Are Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Kaswa 

44-Part 

00 

33 

53 


411-Part 

00 

06 

78 


110 -Part 

00 

05 

00 


76-Part 

00 

38 

57 


78-Part 

00 

17 

25 


77-Part 

00 

07 

05 


79-Part 

00 

06 

45 


80-Part 

00 

04 

60 


83/A-Part 

00 

22 

18 


82-Part 

00 

08 

60 


Cart Track 

00 

04 

56 


63-Part 

00 

10 

12 


59-Part 

00 

06 

20 


62-Part 

00 

08 

80 


61-Part 

00 

10 

80 


60-Part 

00 

11 

95 


57-Part 

00 

17 

40 


54-Part 

00 

32 

54 


56-Part 

00 

00 

11 


52-Part 

00 

16 

33 


51 -Part 

00 

18 

05 


33-Part 

00 

05 

30 


34-Part 

00 

51 

91 


4 6-Part 

00 

00 

02 


45-Part 

00 

37 

53 


43-Part 

00 

01 

32 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.II)] 
S. K.. SINGH, Linder Secy. 
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11 1999 

m 3n. 3372 — XBTOT #1 W 'SRftfl TfclT t f¥ 

3 u* amnpw t ft> Tprmr rm % farciT x-flw fifttr £ 

f#TT •£[ ^ mFTlTfftar % %■ tM 

alft •HA*tiR #1 0,411 mflh ijjfll t 1 f% TUfT xtifmni^ 
f»TOT% % "SP^R % ftTR 3X1 tffa 3 'forctf 3^1 T#WT^f flTOTH 
^iFt ^ TOim t adk *xr sif^^r ^ 3ro^ arjg# ^ 'Jfa 

*4 ^ndl'l tpf 3lP4fl 'til’ll amTftW fc; 

3RT: 3HT, fafo? TR I P R, -frjffim afr ' ii ftHf l lfaw ( 

if OTom % arffrorr; ^t srafa) atfMfhifa, 1962 (1962 *t 50) 
# wo 3 ttft3wro (i) cra^prn^Rnif wsrskirot 

TtrpJPT ^E1 3flf#T 4R% % 3T9% <miJ/I 9 t# ^W°ll TTtft 

3*KT ■ST^pjnt 3 ##1 ^JfH h TftW® tfflt ®U*RT, tl^TO* H 

wTOrfVmTParftrcr^^’&f^ 

faT##m, 3Ttf3rnjm%3rf\mx 

TTOT WtPFHT, $r*TPT 1j|lWfW fllwl iMlM-dS, XWW4. 
1/3, Tftrgxi-tifry mmw Tfe, wn-39200l, 

■prrw #r tpt xt^n i 

3^ 


TTT^pjnr (ximfrer): v^n f^H°n : w xm: iprxm 

to 


•iTq irM 

TPflflVT XT./ 


am 

xf#am 

(1) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

(4) 

(5) 


293-HFT 

00 

10 

02 


325-'tI T I 

00 

50 

90 


321-'tFT 

00 

10 

48 


326-VPI 

00 

01 

31 


327-MPT 

00 

25 

64 


333- v n 7 T 

00 

16 

71 


332-VTH 

00 

05 

15 


334— 4 XT 7 T 

00 

14 

03 


336-HF1 

00 

18 

23 


337-Tmi 

00 

31 

58 


T^^mxxTxxn 









00 

04 

60 








00 

08 

10 


(1) 

(2) 

J3)„ 

(4) 

(5) 


3T$-tp 

00 

41 

43 


m-w 

00 

01 

13 


373-Wr 

ob 

34 

00 



00 

00 

91 


3?2-vm 

00 

19 

49 



00 

03 

33 


436-tfPt 

00 

03 

20 


435-MPt 

00 

19 

33 


441-HPT 

00 

17 

50 


31W 

00 

06 

37 



00 

31 

4o 

tmt& m3.-i40i4/i 1/99-##. ('rm-ii)j 


Xjtot ipRIT ffrlT, 3PTT xrfto 
New Delhi, the 1 Ith November 1999 

S.O. 3372.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to DahcJ in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Bharuch Dlst : Bharuch State : Gujarat 

Area 

Name of Survey/Sub Hectare Are Centiare 

Village Division 

or Block No, 

(I) (2) (3)" (47 (5) 

Bhadbhut 293-Part 00 10 

325-Part 00 50 


02 

90 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Bhadbhut 

321-Part 

00 

10 

48 


326-Part 

00 

01 

31 


327-Part 

00 

25 

64 


333-Part 

00 

16 

71 


332-Part 

00 

05 

15 


334-Part 

00 

14 

03 


336-Part 

00 

18 

23 


337-Part 

00 

31 

58 


WBM Rd. & Canal 00 
Mehgam Dlstributoiy 

04 

60 


Kaswa-Bhadbhut 

Road 

00 

08 

10 


375-Pait 

00 

41 

43 


377-Part 

00 

01 

13 


373-Part 

00 

34 

00 


371-Part 

00 

00 

91 


372-Part 

00 

19 

49 


Cart Track 

00 

03 

33 


436-Part 

00 

03 

20 


435-Part 

00 

19 

33 


441-Part 

00 

17 

50 


Nalla 

00 

06 

37 


Narmada River 

01 

51 

40 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.II)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


mjfawft, 11 nTOR, 1999 

3fTT. 3TT. 3373.— TTTOTTT fat "OT Vtfln TrfaT ^ far 
FTfarfan fa OT 3TTOTOTT t far Tjrrrrm TTOT % faOTT TJTTT fa" 
Trjftn fa farro hto fa t&tjt tot ttf^Rot fatr % fafaim % 

fafa tfeOT ^faftOTW l ^TTTftTFT ffafa^S UTTT Tlfawn} 
falSlfal TOft ^iflin; 

afar fafafa ttotit fat fam trcftrr iftm % far tott 

fawfa fa OTfan fa TO 'jfa fa farafa TO?T fa Bill 

TJTT% TFT TOOT t affaTO STfatiOTlfa <tm«l,fi ^ nfafa 'tf* T 

fa TOTfa TRT 3TftOTTT 3Tf% TOFT 3OTVOTT %; 

3TTT: 3OT, fa-jO*l TTOTK, ^falOT fatt TSTffaJT HI^TOT^ 
('jfafaTOTfaTfa3rfaOTTT*nTOH) srfafaOT, 1962 (1962 TFT 
50 ) fat »TRT 3 fatTOTTlTT ( 1) TOT 7TOT Tlffalfa *>T ifafa Fifat 'J'2 
TOfa TOfaPT TFT StftOTK 3Tfafa TOfa fa «rfa STT7FT fat fafTOT TOtft 

TOTT ar^fa fa fafatT 'jffa fa fafTOTS fatf wrfaTT, TTTO* 

fa tot OTrrfOT to srftTTjTOT fat titto”! toft fat toftto 

TOlfarirjnH^TTrtfat^TO^fa ftn fa fatTTT, TOfa TOFtF fa 

arfarnrn: fa arfan nr Tjfa A OTfronfa faofa fa faro fa arTfan 

ffaffan to fa ttwf nrfarofa, sffe'TO fajtfafaOTro wfaVvn 


ffafaiB, TOff^fa. 1/3 f ** ' \ ^1*4 Hitt 

in, h^- 392001, TjWT^^^rnri 

3T ^ 


( flfltllc'! ) »ihv^lWT Rwi : MVW <1^4 ; TpRRf 


fafa nri 11*1 

TtfaTOtfa./ 

<5Hta« TTT 

TOOT 


3TTT 

fafat 3TTT 

(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

fatjffar 

ssi-nm 

01 

82 

20 


384/2-'TFT 

00 

02 

66 


383-MFT 

00 

28 

96 


381-MFT 

00 

06 

90 


373-^ 

00 

21 

10 


372-'TFT 

00 

28 

58 


338-^ 

00 

27 

50 


337-'TFT 

00 

00 

30 


314/1-'TFT 

00 

03 

79 


331 vto 

00 

00 

37 


330-'TFT 

00 

50 

10 


318- V rm 

00 

37 

56 


320-'TFT 

00 

01 

92 


319—'TFT 

00 

27 

50 


434-'TFT 

00 

05 

50 


296/l-'TFT 

00 

08 

30 


296/2-3T,m-'TFT 00 

20 

00 


279-'TFT 

00 

02 

04 


280/333T-TO 

00 

21 

28 


281/2/3?,*-TO 00 

17 

60 


283-'TFT 

00 

16 

40 


2853? > *-'TFT 

00 

11 

80 


284-TO 

00 

16 

20 


175/2-TO 

00 

11 

10 


175/3-to 

00 

10 

60 


TFlfa^ 

00 

00 

80 


176-TO 

00 

27 

80 


177/1—TIFT 

00 

11 

70 


177/2-TO 

00 

00 

20 


179/1-'TFI 

00 

07 

10 


179/2-TO 

00 

14 

00 
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(1) t2) (3) (4) (S) 


riqfritr l34/«i,ri-rim 

00 

03 

42 


00 

01 

90 

133/3t,ri-rim 

00 

23 

05 

92/*-2-riFT 

00 

19 

80 

91/33-rim 

00 

04 

89 

91/ri-riPT 

00 

13 

56 

93/1-rim 

00 

00 

95 

90/st, *r-Mm 

00 

15 

60 

80-riTri 

00 

04 

80 

63-riFT 

00 

20 

20 

60/2-rim 

00 

08 

00 

55-'HT T T 

00 

09 

00 

54-rim 

00 

21 

35 

ritri jrifr 

00 

03 

60 

18/l-riR 

00 

21 

50 

18/2-rim 

00 

09 

70 

20-rim 

00 

32 

10 

42/i-rim 

00 

16 

37 

22/l-rim 

00 

01 

23 

22/2-rirn 

00 

12 

77 

riflifap 

00 

05 

76 

23/L-rim 

00 

48 

00 

24-rim 

00 

07 

60 

25/l-rim 

00 

17 

50 

26 /l-rim 

00 

08 

63 

26/2 rirn 

00 

16 

95 

26/3-rirn 

00 

07 

60 

[-rsm ^.-14014/11/99-^.^. (rim-n)] 



New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 


S.O. 3373.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 


the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 


Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
"KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Taluka: Ankleshwar Dlst; Bharuch State: Gujarat 

Area 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Are Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Dhanturiya 

351-Part 

01 

82 

20 


384/2-Part 

00 

02 

66 


383-Part 

00 

28 

96 


381-Part 

00 

06 

90 


373-Part 

00 

21 

10 


372-Part 

00 

28 

58 


338-Part 

00 

27 

50 


337-Part 

00 

00 

30 


314/1-Part 

00 

03 

79 


331-Part 

00 

00 

37 


330-Part 

00 

50 

10 


318-Part 

00 

37 

56 


320-Part 

00 

01 

92 


319-Part 

00 

27 

50 


434-Part 

00 

05 

50 


296/1-Part 

00 

08 

30 


296/2A, B-Part 

00 

20 

00 


279-Part 

00 

02 

04 


280/A,B-Part 

00 

21 

28 


281/2/ A, B-Part 

00 

17 

60 


283-Part 

00 

16 

40 


285A, B-Part 

00 

11 

80 


284-Part 

00 

16 

2Q 


175/2-Part 

00 

II 

10 


175/3-Part 

00 

10 

60 


Cart Track 

00 

00 

80 


176-Part 

00 

27 

80 


177/1-Part 

00 

11 

70 


177/2-Part 

op 

00 

20 


[ -HFTII—■are 3 (ii)] 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Dhanturiya 

179/1-Part 

00 

07 

10 


179/2-Part 

00 

14 

00 


134/A, B-Part 

00 

03 

42 


Cart Track 

00 

01 

90 


133/A, B-Part 

00 

23 

05 


92/B-2-Part 

00 

19 

80 


41/A-Part 

00 

04 

89 


91/B-Part 

oa 

13 

56 


93/1-Part 

00 

00 

95 


90/A, B-Part 

00 

15 

60 


80-Part 

00 

04 

80 


63-Part 

00 

20 

20 


60/2-Part 

00 

08 

00 


55-Part 

00 

09 

00 


54-Part 

00 

21 

35 


Cart Track 

00 

03 

60 


18/1-Part 

00 

21 

50 


18/2-Part 

00 

09 

70 


20-Part 

00 

32 

10 


42/1-Part 

00 

16 

37 


22/1-Part 

00 

01 

23 


22/2-Part 

00 

12 

77 


Cart Track 

00 

05 

76 


23/1-Part 

00 

48 

00 


24-Part 

00 

07 

60 


25/1-Part 

00 

17 

50 


26/1-Part 

00 

08 

63 


26/2-Part 

00 

16 

95 


26/3-Part 

00 

07 

60 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.II)] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
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«KT, 3TT. 3374.— 717447 4F 'SRfrn Ftm t % 

4F a714?4tF t f^T 7J*T717T TT*7 % ftlFTl 7^771 
F*ftn 7* faun w yif Rw Ati % hR^im % 

fM TfiPR ^%f*T^yg 4 >KhR 7T4 fM*^« WTT 
ftoTPft *lH^ TtiffeM.; 

sfk 7174*7 4it 1^771 Hlfal FtFT t % F44 

ffcroft % ipton % %i »jPt ^ ftrtrtf **ki fawn 

*ifa 4 * httttc t sto: if 37fa7j44i ^ ms 3 4f% *jfa 

59414 4* 3lfa4117 wRitl 4i74I 3tl4¥44> 

3TF: 314, to?ffa 7174*7, ^Jlfal44 »?|7 7Jrfa*T 1<W 
(^T^f -5TraRl%37fa4*7 4*3T*fa) 3lfafa44, 1962 (1962 4* 


50 ) 4ft tlRT 3 4>t T94171 (1) W7T TTFTT 'TTf^HTf 4* TT#! 4771 If* 
'394144* 3lf44*73ipiffl c 7/3 % -379^1 47 *to u ll 4)/tfl 

t; 

^44 SPJTJ^t 3 4f% *jRt 3 fitTT4*J4?T i t*lfafl, 71*144 ^f 
441 ywRlIfl 571 3lf47£491 4)t wRl^I414441 *14144>t WW441 
M4n%4^4rths^F44^ fto % 4hrc, 377^' wfm % aifto*7 
% 3T*H41 .'jfatf 'Hl^Hdl^-l' ft wi-l %7744rf 37ftol ftlRSKT1F9R" 
7W4 9lftt4*ft, Ff%44 4*79^7 1 4 %fa^S, 4*fal9. 

1/3, “4*%ft 9)<^H”, TtTJTl-F^ 4149171 Ttff, 47*4-392001, 
7PT7RT 4lt 4>7 tie'll I 

3rg^ 


d!^*l ( TTFTRh ) : 3*377^47 1*4791: 4*4: 'J3t7M 


‘ifq 4* iih 

tt^hto 77./ 

^TT 

%437 

to 

■347 

to#l3T17 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

4i3fai4 

titjfRn 4191914 





tor 

00 

01 

40 


509/3-vn 

00 

42 

10 


509/4-4T4 

00 

46 

10 


510/3-4T4 

00 

55 

20 


510/4-414 

00 

53 

20 


842-414 

00 

08 

00 


546-414 

00 

19 

90 


547/1-414 

00 

1 1 

20 


547/2-4T4 

00 

05 

80 


547/3-414 

00 

03 

40 


545-414 

00 

02 

00 


37T4W tsu-i] 

00 

13 

97 


690-414 

00 

21 

00 


689-414 

00 

09 

60 


688-414 

00 

19 

20 


687-414 

00 

28 

60 


686-414 

00 

35 

40 


682/4-414 

00 

40 

60 


683-414 

00 

18 

70 


4*^ 

00 

02 

40 


671-414 

00 

11 

80 


835-414 

00 

11 

89 


672-414 

00 

03 

18 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


670-NFT 

00 

15 

35 


666-NPT 

00 

17 

90 


805- v lT T T 

00 

20 

60 


806-NFT 

00 

01 

12 


sii-npt 

00 

01 

37 


809-NFT 

00 

17 

92 


820-mu 

HEfarc-fraffrt 

00 

33 

30 


TTWT 

00 

03 

72 


826-NUt 

00 

00 

20 


825-NP1 

00 

14 

30 


unrft 

00 

45 

10 


179-npt 

00 

00 

63 


152-npt 

00 

14 

84 


151-NUT 

00 

12 

91 


15Q-MFT 

00 

11 

80 


J49-NJU 

00 

00 

20 


153-Ntn 

00 

03 

90 


155-Nin 

00 

24 

25 


156-NPT 

0ft 

01 

93 


137-NPT 

00 

23 

74 


173-NPt 

00 

19 

20 


174-NPt 

00 

06 

30 


172/NT-NFT 

00 

18 

30 


J7Q-NFT 

00 

06 

40 


165-NFT 

00 

15 

20 


164-NPT 

00 

16 

?P 


163-NPT 

00 

34 

60 


167-NPT 

00 

01 

38 


130-NUT 

00 

03 

70 


[’RTT. rp?T.- 14014/11/99-^ft.^ft. ('FT-n)J 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.D. J3l4.— Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 


And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be la}d and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962. 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby d Zl'ikrea its 

intention to acquire the right of user *^ rein . 

Any interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
Writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Talqita : Ankleshwar Dist: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Matiad 

Dhanturiya- 
Matiad Rd. 

00 

01 

40 


509/3-Part 

00 

42 

10 


509/4-Part 

00 

46 

10 


510/3-Part 

00 

55 

20 


510/4-Part 

00 

53 

20 


842-Part 

op 

08 

00 


546-Part 

00 

19 

90 


547/1-Part 

00 

11 

20 


547/2-Part 

00 

05 

80 


547/3-Part 

00 

03 

40 


545-Part 

00 

02 

00 


Ami a Khadi 

00 

13 

97 


690-Part 

00 

21 

00 


689-Part 

00 

09 

60 


688 -Part 

00 

19 

20 


687-Part 

00 

28 

60 


686 -Part 

00 

35 

40 


682/B-Part 

00 

40 

60 


683-Part 

00 

18 

70 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

40 


671-Part 

00 

11 

80 


835-Part 

00 

11 

89 




tMFIIl—tTS3 (ii)] 


HOT ^TT (M'PT : 27, 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Matiad 

672-Part 

00 

03 

18 


670-Part 

00 

15 

35 


666 -Part 

00 

17 

90 


805-Part 

00 

20 

60 


806-Part 

00 

01 

12 


811-Part 

00 

01 

37 


809-Part 

00 

17 

92 


820-Part 

00 

33 

30 


Matiad-Dhanturiya Rd. 

00 

03 

72 


826-Part 

00 

00 

20 


825-Part 

00 

14 

30 


Khadi 

00 

V 

10 


179-Part 

00 

00 

63 


152-Part 

00 

14 

84 


151-Part 

00 

12 

91 


150-Part 

00 

11 

80 


149-Part 

00 

00 

20 


153-Part 

00 

05 

90 


155-Part 

00 

24 

25 


156-Part 

00 

01 

95 


157-Part 

00 

23 

74 


175-Part 

00 

19 

20 


174-Part 

00 

06 

30 


I72/C-Part 

00 

18 

30 


170-Part 

00 

06 

40 


165-Part 

00 

15 

20 


164-Part 

00 

16 

20 


163-Part 

00 

34 

60 


167-Part 

00 

01 

38 


130-Part 

00 

03 

70 


|l ; . No. L-I40I4/11/99-GP (Vol.ll)l 
S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 


11 1999 

*ST. OT. 3375.— OTST7 H? Tn^TT F>W t fa 

(it *6 fid m ^ $F TPH % Radi ff TRftTT ft 

f^K'il H*■M Hf flu'll a*b yi'jiRi'n Tfar % hR^ci % RiA ^fs^H 

SKI H l jWIgA P4^l41 Jll-fl Hlflllj; 

sftr ^Rffp *<<<6 k "^rt yrfla iftni % ftr ottt niisdisA 

f*TOT^ y < it , a-l %" Riy. TH Hjd ^ RiOA ijeW Hindis A fdwiM, 

dMW5 3T51J^’£fT#f?T'^T 
H *FT 3TftFT7T 3lfiftT <hvii ^TT^T^I ^; 


1999/aTOFm 6, 1921 74 f3 

OT: 3TO, OTFR, Aj l ffoMH 3*K TSfo* M I ^M ITl 
(tjfn 3 WlrtT % <nft«FH ^T OTJfa) atM-rtPI, 1962 (1962 ^ 
1950) HRT 3 ^ft dMHITl (1) 5RT 7l(Vl4f *FT OTPT 
gH ai A ^51 s»ifR^>K ^Mn 4xA % 3F-tA ottr ^ff Hl4 u ll 
%; 

otf srjrj^t ^f »Jp1 ^ «lftw, OTlOT ^ 

V*U OTpf^TTT TP 3rfil3JOTT ^ Trffcjf 33THOTI ‘^TOTF ^ tPTPW ^fiTt 
f*R % %R, UTPf 3OT“m % srftTWT 
% 3Tifa hi t^srr^ % Tfata smita ffrftsRTOT 

iw yrfrtwl, sf£*R ■>^i^)fA<Fwi ^ftciRtr frtfai)*, wlfa i. 

1 / 3 , ^<m", 7trg3T-?^n ^i<nth "far- otr- 392001 , 

3pOTT wA'*ll I 




unpiU tTptor) 

: •Fftqffft firm : 7JOT 

TPrt: TpiTTcT 

pfa^FIHPT 

3T%«rrt./ 





mnsbsm 


3TR 

T^3TP 






(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

qui'tidi 

1 15-HFT 

00 

13 

78 


I16-HF1 

00 

05 

72 


117-HPT 

00 

21 

00 


142-HF1 

00 

19 

14 


I4I-HPT 

00 

17 

87 


140-HPT 

00 

20 

42 


138-HPT 

00 

21 

30 


'+>1 <--* AiiKI 

00 

01 

60 


136-HPT 

00 

23 

70 


Hi^tl 

00 

06 

00 


9-HPT 

00 

26 

50 


4-HP1 

00 

34 

90 


13-HPT 

00 

00 

45 


I4-HF1 

00 

07 

09 


3-HFT 

00 

15 

10 


17-HPT 

00 

23 

30 


Hlf% 

00 

06 

70 


18-HPT 

00 

34 

87 


26-HPT 

00 

01 

13 



00 

06 

20 


22 -HFT 

00 

08 

18 


21 -HFT 

00 

16 

35 


20-HFK^Rt^r) 

00 

03 

60 


[TO "Q^T. 14014/11/99-^ftA (^Tn-III)] 
|J>HK f*H?, 3T^T ^rftre 
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New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S. 0.3375 —Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears tb the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sche¬ 
dule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the 
copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are 
made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines 
under the land to the competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVERI FLATS” Sherpura- 
Dahej By Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Choryail Dlitt 

: Surat 

State: 

Gujarat 

Name of Survey/Sub 

Village Division or 


Area 


Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

Block No. 




(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Vunkala 115-Part 

00 

13 

78 

116-Part 

00 

05 

72 

117-Part 

00 

21 

00 

142-Part 

00 

19 

14 

141-Part 

00 

17 

87 

140-Part 

00 

20 

42 

138-Part 

00 

21 

30 

Field Canal 

00 

01 

60 

136-Part 

00 

23 

70 

Bhandut Minor 

00 

06 

00 

9-Part 

00 

26 

50 

4-Part 

00 

34 

90 

13-Part 

00 

00 

45 

14-Part 

00 

07 

09 

3-Part 

00 

15 

10 

17-Part 

00 

23 

30 

Minor 

00 

06 

70 

18-Part 

00 

34 

87 

26-Part 

00 

01 

13 

Surat-Dandi Road 00 

06 

20 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Vankala—Contd. 22-Part 

00 

08 

18 

21-Part 

00 

16 

35 

20-Part (Cart Track) 

00 

03 

60 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. m)] 


S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 
11 WHT, 1999 


^T. HT. 3376 XER5R E?t Efl Tufa TlfmT t % 

bii'nPjn 3E? Hm*4°h % far ipron HriCrlf XJC1$4Ul X) 

eve $ nN ttf urrfffat % % qftq t n % jftrcn 


aft! V-Tflq EUfcK ^1 Ttm t fergRE 

faWPt % % ftrr XEt 'jPr ^ f-iutri "3^(1 filWIO, 

Rii hPere R>tn htrrer/%; 


m-. hr, tor, afk urPmt •qpfTPnrt 

( Sjft aSEl ri % HfiriKTC Ed atah) hP#RR, 1962 (1962ER 
50) Rft RET l^WRI (1 ) ERT RtTfl EH ERPT EEtl 

eu*) omhI'I R5T HfriEiKHfitftl 4 h-I % HEIR RffrilmT RElft 

t; 


<pw ngxjeft 3 Erfhhr vjfri t( r^ uqftn, xF»m 

EET RElftltl W HpEJERT Eft EfttET UTEEH HHTT Rfit 3EFRE RET 

% ET *jPlftwi-) % XTRE■£( axujrii fciflao E 


1W yifipRiTft, SffeEH <*)Im1Uii RlPtes, R=ffRt E. 

1/3, "RUM ETEEET Xfe, HTOT-392001, 

y«Hiti Rit RE rib'll I 




(rutOht ) : fmtdi : xjtd XT 3 ?!: TJHXEf 


ETE R>T 11*1 

xt^hexl/ 





TT 

’T, 

*Rex 

HE 

x3^1hR 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

HtxiT 

84/sSV 

84/r v.-ete 

84 m\ 

00 

04 

70 


86-Rm 

00 

10 

95 


87/H, E ETE 

00 

00 

70 


4^1 c® ^i-nci 

00 

08 

92 


85-HTE 

00 

21 

93 


82-RF1 

00 

14 

82 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

nTst-fttYY 

92-HFT 

00 

15 

53 


Sl-HFT 

00 

33 

72 


78-HPT 

00 

14 

63 


79-HFT 

00 

10 

23 


77-HPT 

00 

20 

83 


1 14—HPT 

00 

09 

• 23 


76-HFf 

00 

17 

70 


117-HPT 

00 

12 

20 


118-HFT 

00 

18 

05 


119-HPT 

00 

20 

90 


128-HFT 

00 

01 

27 


120-HPT 

00 

00 

12 


125-HPT 

00 

36 

08 



00 

09 

80 


126-HFT 

00 

17 

17 


[W.4T. VF1. 14014/11/M-t.t (NFT-III)] 


^ftpT ^HK HiP, THq< ttRlrt 

Now Delhi, (he 11th November, 1999 

S.O, 3376 —Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
Hint it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
uti luiul gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Duhej in District Dharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that lor 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of User in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section .1 ol the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

A nv person interested hi the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public. ob|ect in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying ol the pipelines under the land 
to the competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, “KAVERI FLATS” Sherpuru—Dahej By 
Pass Road. Bharuch 392001, Gujarat. 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka; 

Choryasi Dist; 

Surat 

State ; Gujarat 

Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division or 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 


Block No. 


- 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Okha 

H4/A 

84/B VPail 

84/B J 

no 

04 

70 


86-Part 

no 

lb 

95 


87/A B-Part 

on 

0(1 

70 


Field Canal 

on 

08 

92 


85-Part 

on 

21 

93 


82-Part 

00 

14 

82 


92-Part 

00 

15 

53 


81-Part 

00 

13 

72 


78-Part 

no 

14 

63 


79-Part 

on 

Id 

23 


77-Part 

on 

20 

83 


114-Part 

uo 

09 

23 


76-Part 

00 

17 

70 


117-Part 

00 

12 

20 


118-Part 

00 

18 

05 


119-Part 

00 

20 

90 


128-Part 

00 

01 

27 


120-Part 

00 

00 

12 


125-I’art 

00 

in 

08 


Darbodhan Minor 

0(1 

(19 

80 


126-Part 

1)0 

17 

17 


|F No. 

L-14014/11/99-GP 

(Vol. III)| 


S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 
11 drtWR, 1999 


3 TT. 3377 ;—'^(Ul WiR Kit HF WRT FtdT % % 


eilKifpa "4 HF N % fjfi rpTfRl <1^4 % TV-II FKd vf F^fkl ^ 
faFTT H?m H TKF HTfftPF %1 ^7 rilw.-l % fcut sISK-T 


nYt kkfk m|?i fIft t fni fkf 

ftG5TF ^ ST-i'MH % feTF, f^KTH FFF 9IS'-Ml!;} fqFTtT 

75n%HL5RFFlt aPTTpqt H ^ 

$ W-iPl HF NftTHTK NfSfF HNFT HMg44i t; 


NTT: 3 KT, TTTHiN, NTT TgfqDT 

( ■‘ffrr H 44 F>1 % NfNHjK HF ) NfHfFNH, 1962 (1962 FTF 
1950 ) Hit NK1 3 WIKI ( 1 ) FKl TIFF tfrfwqi KF TINtH HR?) 
FtT wf F 9 ' 9 )‘l KIT NfWFTK -Nfhfa HRF % NH% NT 7 IH Kit KPP 4 T 

KNciH; 


1345 GI/99—6 
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^ri 'jPt E fern: ^ -sqfar, wr ^ 

' 5 T ( ‘-TT x rid Hi Id JH Bit yRi<ni BlUrC 7 ! riium Bit TSHd 4 *!BRI 

ftpr %■ b^r, <jm#i % arfEBtR 
% airifri BT Pxsi't % HRBBYE^E fciTon BE "£f 

UtffB BrfaBTft, ifsRE %jt%fRB!R7 BdrifftTH fWH^‘5, B?flB! R. 


1/3, “EiT^t ■WFl", ETTJCt-E^T B1RBTR tfe BBR-392001 
TJ3TOT Bit BE hub'll 1 

rilc^Td ( rltj+ftn ) : (atoll : TjTtT TP^f: yeuiri 


ReJuPT Tt./ 

VXV5~S ’IT 

ERTBi 


3117 


(D 

O) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

■‘tEP'T 

99-BP1 

00 

05 

40 


98-BP1 

00 

25 

30 


100-BPT 

00 

05 

40 


97-bpt 

00 

32 

85 


96-BPT 

00 

06 

54 


95-BPT 

00 

26 

87 


94-HPT 

00 

17 

35 


TR ET^TfT 

00 

11 

95 


77—MTUf 

00 

08 

55 


X6-BPT 

00 

05 

55 


84-BPT 

00 

25 

83 


79-BFT 

00 

05 

63 


°bl<i 

00 

02 

70 


H5-BPT 

00 

00 

20 


486-BPT 

00 

37 

65 


488-BPT 

00 

08 

73 


4H7-BFT 

)0 

28 

71 


444-BPI 

)0 

31 

58 


445-BPT 

00 

02 

40 


446-BPT 

00 

16 

00 


447-BPT 

00 

00 

25 


448 -BPT 

00 

12 

23 


RTBtRR-'tRpJT 

00 

05 

70 


7TRTT 





(H 

(2) 

(?) 

(1) 

(5) 

^ttph 

438-BPT 

00 

12 

12 


436-BPI 

00 

16 

44 


437-BPT 

00 

03 

09 


433-BP! 

00 

29 

30 


434-BPT 

1)0 

12 

08 


430- BPT 

00 

19 

45 


[ELR. Ed.-14014/11/99-Rt.Bt (BP1-1II) ] 


^"fld 'JiHK fit?, 3TE7 Rif^IR 
New 1 Delhi, the 11th November. 1999 

S.O. 3377 —Whereas it appears to the Central (tovemment 
tliat is necessary in the public interest that for the transport ot natural 
gas in die State of Gujarat from Hazara in District Surat to Duhej in 
District Bharueh, pipelines should be laidby the Indian Petrochemi¬ 
cals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid und which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise ot die powers con I erred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962. (50 ot 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on winch ihe copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India ui e made 
available to the general public. ob|ect iri writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laving of the pipelines under the lund 
to Ihe competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, '‘KAVERI FI ATS” Sherpura—Duhe| by 
Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka ; Choryasl Dlst 

; Surat 

State: 

Gujarat 

Name of Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village Division or 

1 lecture 

Are 

Centiare 

Block No. 




U) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Bhesan 99-Part 

00 

05 

40 

98-Part 

00 

25 

30 

100-Part 

00 

05 

40 

97-Part 

00 

12 

85 

96-Part 

00 

(16 

54 

95-Part 

00 

26 

87 

94-1’art 

00 

17 

35 

Sub Minor 

00 

1 1 

95 

77-Part 

00 

08 

55 
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 


86-Part 

00 

05 

55 

84-Part 

00 

25 

83 

79-Part 

00 

05 

63 

Curt Track 

00 

02 

70 

85-Part 

00 

00 

20 

486-Part 

00 

37 

65 

488-Part 

00 

08 

73 

487-Part 

00 

28 

71 

444-Part 

00 

31 

58 

445-Part 

00 

02 

40 

446-Part 

00 

l(> 

00 

447-Part 

00 

00 

25 

448-Part 

00 

12 

23 

Biirbodhan-Bhesan 

Road 

00 

05 

70 

438-Part 

00 

12 

12 

436-Part 

00 

16 

44 

437-Part 

00 

03 

09 

433-Part 

00 

29 

30 

434-Part 

00 

12 

08 

430-Part 

00 

19 

45 


fF. No. L-14014/11/99-CiP (Vol. ID)] 


S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
11 HOT# 1999 


«hl. 3IT. 3378.— Ht'>hK HIT 8<fl<l TPtcTl % f# 

# tri # s-jiIti # 

fiTCIT HOTT # t#H 7R? %T % nRq^-i % ## ##R 


#T #UFR #t #TT 3T#T #111 # W 9 I ^TO T # 

fati# % Sql'q-i •ay #H ■*¥ f## iqq HT#RT# fqwld, ttR 

wn otott % aftr ■pi sifto^-n # dsws -srgqtft 4 

T3#r hit srftRiR arf# irru t ; 


3KT: 3R, Wrewi, #r<sr# 4l$HWI5d (#1 

33WT%3lf#rTW3FlN) SlfVfWT, 1962 (1962 T7 50) #t 
HR 3#7SWH (1)SRI TKft Tf7T3f%I TJH 4# 3#) 1 1 

"*W SfftRUT Oifiln °P^ %3T# SnKI'-t# <Hlq ,J ll <4H'ff) %; 


W 3UJT|# # #% #1 # firrnrc #^T, TOT # 
R*1T M'tiifilfl '5TT -srf^tjqqi # hRihi TITNrRT Hi-i til =Rt iiHt'is’H HVTI 
f#^##7TT#3r^ vWfa W^^T#T%3TftrFR 

% 3T#THT 'jPlff T 1T#R1# l®lfeH 3T ti®lHH '3T1#T RiIiski #4 # 
WT 3JTf##, ##R W%3 fartes, #RTH, 

i/3, “qnfrft 'ftfrdft ", #3TT“#3i othtci tTt, * 1 ^- 392001 , 

T F 5 inn # hr t#‘h 1 


3UPJ# 


myRU (OTTT#) 

■. ### #RF : 7JR 

TFR: 

tpiTR 

'liq HIT HR 

7#SRl #./ 


# 



Id 4151.5 HI 

TftRT 

oTR 

##R1T 


^4FT> 




0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

HM'IIHI 

42-HR 

00 

(15 

00 


83-'HPT 

00 

19 

91 


43-HR 

(10 

11 

89 


#T3m-HTrRR7 

00 

0(1 

73 


uftt 





131# 

00 

04 

72 


17-HR 

00 

1 1 

76 


16-HR 

00 

On 

10 


I4-HR 

1)0 

10 

83 


15-HR 

00 

06 

1)6 


1 1 -HR 

00 

05 

25 


'>-■*110 

00 

00 

36 


10-HR 

00 

04 

23 


HURRUHT# 

00 

12 

98 


21-HR 

00 

00 

62 


22-HR 

00 

01 

89 


23/31-HR 

00 

22 

3n 


Ht-RIHI-HTHtHH 

00 

04 

20 


#3 TB3TT 





231-HR 

00 

34 

15 


234-HR 

00 

V) 

15 


245-HR 

00 

09 

05 


235-HR 

00 

00 

24 


246-HR 

00 

03 

25 


225-HR 

on 

32 

70 


221-HR 

00 

02 

80 


224-HR 

00 

07 

30 


[RT.T3. 33TI-14014/11/99-##. (HR-UI)] 


UprtFT tpTTT f*#, -3UTT ##f 
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New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 (1) 

S. O. 3378 .—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Duhej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 ofl962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sche¬ 
dule may within twenty-one days from the date ofwhichthe copies 
of the notification us published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, "KAVERI FLATS" Sherpura—Dahej By 
Pass Road. Hharuch-392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Tnluka : Chorysi Dist 

: Surat 

State: 

: Gujarat 

Name of Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village Division or 

I leelare 

Are 

Centiare 

BlockNo. 




(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Malgama 42-Part 

00 

05 

00 

83-Part 

00 

19 

91 

43-Part 

00 

13 

89 

Bhesiin-Malgama Road 00 

06 

73 

Khadi 

00 

04 

72 

17-Part 

00 

11 

76 

16-Part 

00 

06 

10 

14-Part 

00 

10 

83 

15-Part 

00 

06 

06 

11 -Part 

00 

05 

25 

9-Part 

00 

00 

36 

10-Part 

00 

04 

23 

Malgama Khadi 

00 

12 

98 

21-Part 

00 

00 

62 

22-Part 

00 

01 

89 

23/A-Part 

00 

22 

36 

Malagama-Barbodhan 00 

04 

20 

WBMRoad 




231-Part 

00 

34 

15 

234-Part 

00 

39 

15 

_— . 245-Part 

_Oil_ 

_<!SL 



(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

235-Part 

00 

00 

24 

246-Part 

00 

03 

25 

225-Part 

00 

32 

70 

221-Part 

00 

02 

80 

224-Part 

00 

07 

30 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. Ill)] 
S. K. SINGIL Under Secy. 
ri$ 11 1999 

■5T. OT. 3379.— ihriflA PTUPR riit ~m ritfar tffaT t 
ri m tiww t fempnici mm % firoi tjttt 3 ri 

ftJTCrTT ri?m -flf 1UP %t % riftriFri % 

3ftr riifftT 'Fftrr t 7UPT 

feiO dlfi vjfri Phr-lA 39*1 fttSItf 411-1 

3f7 KWH t ^ ri »jfri ^ 

wiril *FT arfbpspR 3 tM( 1 oRTP STTriTTO't; 

3T7T: 3F4, sfTnsrfriST Ml^HtrflfT ( 

ri 39qVl%3TftpPR^PT3T#1) trifafariri, 1962 11962 50.) 

riRI 3 TftWlTCT ( 1 ) 5R1 yir^+d-uY riTT yq)T| ^ w) 3Mq)'| 

■spl srftWiR cbWtl %3PT% 3tl?Pl ^tftw *4)7011 %; 

346 ^ rifbfTT 'jfri fttPTC LFJTT^ 

m>4T MAilftld '$73 alftTJpTt rift Wftlril TnUR'h 9Hdl “ft <J't614*4riFT 

wr ifen ihiiTt^n fflfries, ri. 

1/3, “rir^ft riiriira Tte, riFm- 392001 , 

‘J^KIO rift ri>7 419)91 I 

(flSBlM) ; riftrifrft hstefr : TJ77T TP^T: ^priTITT 


919 riri 919 

■prsfwri./ 

WR riT 

Setup 


iftri 

3TR 

#el3TR 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

5HI4RHI 

6-riTrt 

00 

10 

70 


5-riPI 

00 

1)9 

35 


4-rim 

00 

22 

29 


631/ 1 - rim 

00 

08 

91 


11 -rim 

00 

05 

50 


i-rim 

00 

05 

86 


ftril 731^1 

(HI 

93 

96 


[77. ri. tTPT. 14014/11/99-rift. i\ (riFIM)] 

E/ftcT ^FTR ftrih, 3Tri7 mfriri 






[ 'TFT II—7jF3 (ii)] 


HTTtT PF THTHF : WP7 27, 1999/33WFP T, 1 6, 1921 


7419 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3379.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that tor the transport of 
natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose oflaying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 


3RT: 33B, cb'sflH ihjlRHHH hi^hpii^u ( 'jPl 

4 3M H)H % 3TfHPJ7 P7 NtH ) SlfaPPTB, 1962 (l962Pri50)pft 
HT713 PTl W4TTI ( 1 ) SKI yqrt #WPt’PirSR l FTPi7it3nT wftSfHBln 
P7 3Tplhr t tH-i % NNd STRIP Pit *h) m ,J 11 PiTlfl $; 


ppp 4 pfufa »jf4 4 ^ tp«np 4 

ystufttm F7T 3TfLf1 hRihi TITBIT 17 ! ^Mfll pit 3461 pfRT 

pi) <TT7t75r4 FPpftB to%4)F7,P1T4witn%3TfaP1t7 
% 37uH BT 4 M 1 4 H <r 115^1 f®T0h) % H -4 N 4 3TT&tP ftdRsKl P^T 
4 7TS3H sfs'H-t 45ft4rf4p>F3TPTrTftpn fvffHcfS, waTh. -1, 

1/3, ‘‘PP44 ^T^TT-t^T WM 7fF, HPtp-392001, 

fJ'JKIO Pit PR pah'll I 


Any person interested in the land described in the said sche¬ 
dule mav witliin twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines tmder the land 
to the competent authority. Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, ‘KAVLRI FLATS" Sherpum—Dahej by 
Pass Road. Bharuch 392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka ; 

Choryasl Dlst 

: Surat 

State: 

Gujarat 

Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division or 
block No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(3) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

A surma 

0-Part 

00 

10 

70 


5-Part 

00 

09 

35 


4-Part 

00 

22 

29 


2 A/1-Part 

00 

OH 

91 


11-Part 

00 

05 

50 


1-Part 

00 

05 

86 


Tena Khadi 

00 

93 

96 


[F No. L-l4014/1 l/99-GP(Vol. Ill)] 
S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 


11 WB7, 1999 


(il^P4 (flSBlti) : BtpfTft fPIFTT : 

: W 

3F*9: TpTTRT 

FTP PiT ill 

TTefttf 17 ! 33./ 

>5 

tfQ'll *t> 

4pbt 

3313 

745)3317 

(D 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(s) 

5-^5144 

877-HF1 

00 

01 

45 


878-HFT 

00 

37 

99 



00 

01 

56 


879-HP7 

00 

35 

20 


880-HFT 

00 

28 

65 


822/P +883+ 

00 

71 

50 


884-HTH 





822/37-HP7 

00 

3(1 

06 


758-HF1 

00 

4H 

84 


739-HFT 

00 

03 

.34 


760-'HPT 

00 

00 

55 


761-HPT 

00 

23 

84 


806-HFT 

0(1 

1 1 

30 


766-HFT 

(10 

14 

70 


P7T. 3TT. 3380.— 'b-sl't w=t>K Pit PF Pfltri him ^ 1% 

PTtBtfFP 4 BF 3IPWF t f*F ’pTOF 7FP % fapF 7J7F 4 4 

fTlFTf M?7 e| 4 u=t. ygjiRico 4 b hItBFB % fpf4 FfSPB 


alii =1,-sO -m +k°hh. Ft) TfTTT xrflo FtPI % f^T eqo Nilf 
fp75p) % X'Hi'Ji'i % Rriu, iu 'JpT '4 Rhert SPu Rtwiy, 

uir% pit ptftb 4 3?17 fb 4 fftpfh srjTjpt 4 pfflp *jf4 

4 wtPt pp bTto: srPtfa prpt armppit; 


805-HF1 

00 

(15 

96 

804-HPT 

00 

00 

14 

767-HPT 

00 

1(1 

20 

TJTP-^JHPit IpTP 

00 

11 

20 

768+769-HPT 

00 

If. 

88 

pitplF %BTFT 

00 

01 

81 
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(1)_(2)_ (3) (4) (5) 

714/2-HFI 00 00 25 

714/3-RF1 00 10 75 

714/4-RFI 00 13 40 

714/9-MFT 00 21 08 

714/10-'HT T T 00 06 30 


copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are 
made available to the general public, object in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying oflhe pipelines 
under the land to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVERl FLATS” 
Sherpura—Dahej bypass Road, Bharuch 392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Taluka : Chorysl Dist: Surat State : Gujarat 


714/11-RFT 

00 

10 

10 

708/1-RH 

00 

17 

05 

TJRT-ITJftTI 3TETT 

00 

07 

60 

688-NPT 

00 

02 

91 


00 

10 

46 

685/1,2,3,4— NFT 

00 

24 

79 

aWflj.afr.Tft tjn.-'ft. 

00 

36 

74 

TPRTT 




675-NFT 

00 

24 

09 

AFtT! 

00 

01 

88 

650/l-NT T T 

00 

17 

66 

650/2-MR 

00 

12 

90 

653-NPT 

00 

06 

45 

654/1-RTT 

00 

05 

15 

654/2-VET 

00 

05 

15 

656/2-MFT 

00 

07 

10 

655-MPT 

00 

37 

30 


[TT TT. 14014/11/99-^t.it, (NFT1II)] 
TpfaT jjiMlt fti t*, ttfaq 
New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S. O, 3380.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas ill the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch. pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And. whereas, it appears to (lie Central Government that for 
the puipose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Govenunent hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sche¬ 
dule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 

Division or Hectare 

Block No. 

Area 

Are 

Centiare 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Ichchhapor 

877-Part 

00 

03 

45 


878-Part 

00 

37 

99 


Field Canal 

00 

01 

56 


879-Part 

00 

35 

20 


880-Part 

00 

28 

65 


822/B+883+R84-Part 

00 

71 

50 


822/A-Part 

00 

50 

06 


578-Part 

00 

48 

84 


739-Part 

00 

03 

34 


760-Part 

00 

00 

55 


761-Part 

00 

23 

84 


806-Part 

00 

1 1 

30 


766-Part 

0(1 

14 

70 


805-Part 

00 

05 

96 


804-Part 

00 

0(1 

14 


767-Part 

00 

Id 

20 


Surat-Kribhco 

Railway 

00 

11 

20 


768+769-Part 

00 

16 

88 


Field Canul 

00 

01 

81 


714/2-Part 

00 

00 

25 


714/3-Pwt 

00 

10 

75 


714/4-Part 

00 

13 

40 


714/9-Part 

00 

21 

08 


714/U)-Part 

00 

0(i 

30 


714/11-Part 

Oil 

10 

10 


708/1-Part 

00 

17 

05 


Surat-Haz.ira Road 

00 

07 

60 


688-Part 

00 

02 

91 


Hazira Branch Canal 

00 

10 

46 


685/1,2,3.4,-Part 

0(1 

24 

79 


IOC/HPCL Road 

00 

16 

74 


675-Part 

00 

24 

09 


Nulla 

00 

01 

88 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Iehchhapor-curitt/ 

650/1-Part 

00 

17 

66 


650/2-Part 

00 

12 

90 


653-Part 

00 

06 

45 


654/1-Part 

00 

05 

15 


654/2-Part 

00 

05 

15 


656/2-Part 

00 

07 

10 


655—Part 

00 

37 

30 


[F. No. L-14014/1 l/99-GP(Vol. ni)j 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


M 11 43RT7, 1999 

5RT. 3TT. 3381.—H77FT7 9F TUftlT fl?TT t % 
ril m RSfl ft* 49 '5nq^^°h i? fit 'J/-jhici <1^9 % fSlbll 7J7F ff rjiUi 7t 
ftTTRT v TF*t i* 7^51 7PF yi^iRlUh % % iRsUM %■ #r^ 
'j<j)4'iPl' j t)e"VI “hlllftw firlfiS-S SKI hi ^ Hens') fewi41 'Jllit 

3?t7 ,W*FR 'Zfit TP-fal Tt?n t 
("iwi-l % Jl4l'SH % %Q; <j*h *ff9 ff faTFFt - , j | W T tT^ T T^TI?^f 
•9trr% -m totr t afrt tb it asraiK arjTj^l i 4f% 'jft 

ft dio th 971 stRutr srftfri wrr 

3FT: ®r«r, V-trV-riTTTO, i?tf?m aftnaf^ 
iT nt im%arfa^KTC4irarefa) arfiiPm, 1962 (l962 4F50)4ft 
9171 3 f Ft .399171 (1) SKI yen lilf-WUl 'll trtfl'T ? TOt ^7 9 Hi ini'I 
^3TfWTO3T^3R%%3FT% 3iF?l94i9PriF417tftt; 

3=^4 ff *rf% i* ftiro 4iti ww i 
4*n wfro ?tt 3if47jHnT irfirqf w-ircF arrm ^wsfrer 
infRj A ftmirike U9i* w?Pr%3ifw7 
% sfnfa91 'jRlff hi^hcii^ Rtwid % ti«i9ff ^rktr RqRan WIff 
7W9 Mlf9®bl(l, sfeF-l wiffTH RlRlds, ^ffal 9. 

1/3, "4hift TtTTJTM^if HH94I-H 7F9, 97^-392001, 

■^arTFT 9i7 7#m I 


9T^fRT (W#9T) : R?P?Tr : 7J77T TFF: TprOF 


PTF 9F 919 

FriapF FT./ 

3H<a« "FT 

«eii a b 


3TR 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

ofv^TH 

9-9FT ( t *\£ 00 

04 

00 


4-9FT 

00 

08 

19 


6-9FT 

00 

14 

88 


Wtvfl 

00 

03 

50 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


31/1,2,3,4—9F1 

00 

02 

61 


29/1.2-9FT 

00 

22 

66 


48-9FT 

00 

06 

56 


46-410 

00’ 

14 

61 


56-410 

00 

02 

52 


55/1-9TO 

00 

02 

72 


53-410 

00 

03 

47 


21-910 

00 

05 

80 


20-410 

00 

07 

15 


19-4FT 

00 

04 

58 


uiii ■Jot 

Oil 

00 

70 


6.3-410 

00 

24 

82 


62-410 

00 

26 

10 


isrrsft 

00 

30 

55 


■30?. Sfft.TTl. + TTO 
it.Tfl.Ticl. 71701 

00 

3o 

55 


dlorsitu 

00 

3(i 

55 


[TF. K TJ/9T.-14014/11/99-Wt.' c Tl. (9P1-1II)] 


TjitFT f4R fUF, 3m ufal9 
New Delhi, the 11th November, 199‘) 

S. O, 3381.—-Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from JIaziru m District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which arc described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the pow ers con I erred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Lund) Act, 1962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares Us intention to acquire 
the right of user therein: 

Any person interested in the land desci ibed m the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object hi writing to the acquisition 
ot the right of user therein or laying ol the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, BlockNo. 1/3, ‘KAVF.RlFLATS Sheipura—Dahej by- 
Pass Road,Bharuch-392l)01, Gujarat. 
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SCHEDULE 


Tnluka : Chorya«i Dist: 

Surat 

State: 

Gujarat 



Area 


Name of Survey/Sub- 

Village Division or 

Block No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Kmvas 9-Part (Cart 

00 

04 

00 

Track) 




4-Part 

00 

08 

19 

6-Part 

00 

14 

88 

Saroli Minor 

00 

03 

50 

31/1,2,3,4-Part 

00 

02 

61 

29/1,2-Part 

00 

22 

66 

48-Part 

00 

06 

56 

46-Part 

00' 

14 

61 

56-Part 

00 

02 

52 

55/1-Part 

00 

02 

72 

53-Part 

00 

03 

47 

21-Part 

00 

05 

80 

20-Part 

00 

07 

15 

19-Part 

00 

04 

58 

(Cart Track) 

00 

00 

70 

63-PHrt 

00 

24 

82 

62-Part 

00 

26 

10 

Khadi 

00 

36 

55 

IOC + HPCL 
Road 

00 

95 

81 

ONGC 

Premises 

09 

57 

50 


[F.No.L-14014/n/99-GP(Vol.ni)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


11 1999 

ftl. W. 3382.—ft^ffa 'HlftK ftt m ircffa ftlft t fft 
3 t An Tprmr tt*t % fftw ■qjra A’ ^fttu ft 

iftw M^t 3 ijftjf w tirfiftra % % hR.«i5h ft fftft jf&w\ 

■ijtftlft'tKrn 'tiK'tftl'l"! fftlfti-fi SKI Hl^HtplS'i iftwift 'Ulft rtlRiq; 

ftft ftftft Vf«fiK ftt ftftt Uiitd % ft) 3«W 
tftlUlft ft Tpftjpl ft ftpj 3W 'jft A fftrft 3=W HI^Hmi?^" 
UlFt^FraWlt •3ft^T3Tf%RJi!RT^r 84iq.&3ft*lfttftft%'ifft 
ft ^rftn w arftmnr srftft stpwf t; 

3T?T: 3TO, ftftft ftfktaPwi ('jfft 

^'wftTftaifftfTt^TSraft) aftftfftft 1962 (l962iftS0)ftt 
NRT3ftt'3TNRT (1) £KI U<ft VlTftfl-Ml"*^1 H’4‘l , l «btft gl( 4-lft 4H4HI 
■^T arfftriK -sfrft ft apqft awl ftt ftft °Tl ^Tuft $; 


T^RT 3ft*jftt ft ftbfa ft ffTTFTO ftU WH ft 
w wfft ftr ftt Trftft wi ^rn ftt *fti 

RtR ' 3 ii’i ftt oi^lo ft TTFIn fftrft 'Hint, Trtft 3 T lft T 1 ft 3TfLi =ti 14. 

ft ai^H^TT *jfft ft ffttftt ft iftNft iOTtjft fftftm WTft" 


RPiJR RTf*roitt, 


WftfttH f 

r 

, R. 

-392001, 

1/3, ni’HHm < 1 ^ 

TpTCTTT ftt '^vf ufthT 1 

dRj'bl (n^ftlei) 

: fttftfil fftm : 







fftt 

ftft ftT TFT 

■Bfttfttft./ 


ftR 

ftftt 


34<a’-5 



3TR 


sell'll 




(D 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

wftrc 

250-NFt 

00 

54 

00 


253-MP1 

00 

It) 

40 


251-BFT 

1)0 

56 

80 


252-'im 

00 

21 

60 


333- v lI T T 

00 

20 

10 


ftt.1ft.ftt.ftt. 

00 

61 

40 


fftftt 





[ftT. ft. TftT.-14014/n/99-ft(. 1 ft. ( ■HUTIII ) ] 
ijftn ^prn; ftft, aru iftfti 
New Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 


S.O. 3382.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hnziru in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers coni erred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 1 yh2), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described m the said sche¬ 
dule may within twenty-one days from the date on w hich the cop¬ 
ies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are 
made available to the general public, object in writing to the ac¬ 
quisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines un¬ 
der the land to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVERI FLATS” 
Sherpura—Dahej by-I’ass Road. Bharueh-392001. Gutarat. 






[Mm n—T3TK 3 (11)] 


MTCH WW : WET 27, 1999/3t l JfTM«l 6, 1921 


7423 


Schedule 

Taluks: Choryail Dlit: Surat State: Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division or 

Block No. 

Hectare 

Afea 

Atd 

dentist 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Bhatpore 

250-Part 

00 

54 

00 


25 3-Part 

00 

10 

40 


251-Part 

00 

56 

80 


252-Part 

00 

21 

60 


333-Part 

00 

20 

10 


ONGC Hazira 

00 

61 

40 


[F. No, L-l4014/1 l/99-tJP(Val. HI)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Sec)'. 
11 WR, 1999 

3RT. 3TT. 3383—%mftm ririm mE TRfht ElET t fa 
trilMiftu 4f *<5 3 f mT¥ i mr^ ftr tj^uctttT rm% P4H1 tjui p'lfUi 41 
frrciT mee t$mr iw yi«fifti«K iVh % mftmEm % 

RlPli® URTMI^Mblnli fat5l*[| <51141 ’nifty,; 
sflF TTUFTT m?l O.'Mi xrflu elm ^ f^E d°(u 
fwh +>' mrnfam far* <nz rfk $ ftratf w mnftwf fawn? 
^1T% ERI 3REH f afre w 3ri%R)5 3 TT ^ EMim^! 333 ^ 3 mf4fl sjf*I 
witm Eif arftmm stfafrr mun aim¥M«b f ; 

®RT: 3Tm, own, tap^h 

a'uiw % arftmm er amH) srfmPtmm, 1962 (1962 mi 56 ) Eft 
MTO 3'tfteMMHT (1) SKI H<;t 1 VlpKl<i'lmiTM'il<l 3M^'I 

Eit 3rfm*rt 3TWttE5U)% STITim mft mW 17 !! muft %; 

eee mf% »jfE ^ «rf*Ri, TFirm 4$ 

mm smifidn fU arfMtsj^Eimft yfa'-if wimk"! eiim ‘Cf?t dMw«? mm 
ftm^mftErffi344'?mmftm ftm% v fbR, em 3EmEtn^sifamm: 
% 3t4h mi ’jfM E EnfmrtniE f^rorE Ermrnm ■>) srrclm R^iRan Em ’ft" 
mam mrftflKfft, frffipfammm mflmfam Me^e, maTErm. 
1 / 3 , “ EitajM", Tftrjtr-EiNi Ermmm 4 )e, mee- 392001 , 

RJETFT ml EiT wet'll I 

31^ 


mgmr (EEtfta) : aftmrs frmu 

; W 

Trm: 

IJETKT 

* itq m>i mm 

m./ 


3TR 



emu's mi 



■3RTT 


^TT^> 




( 1 ) 

(2) 

( 3 ) 

(4) 

(5) 


26-MFT 

00 

09 

70 


0)_(2)_ 0) (4) (5) 

27- MFT 00 30 78 

28- M1E 00 07 74 

20-MR 00 08 85 

16- Mm 00 22 45 

17- Mm 00 06 30 

14-MFT 00 22 75 

12-Mm 00 05 44 

11-MFT 00 05 80 

t*W. H. lflT.-14014/l 1 / 99 -mft.ift. (Mmrv)] 
'yHlui ymr fttE, arm* mfatm 
NeW Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 

S.0.3383.—Whereas It appear* to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira in District Surat to 
DaheJ lit District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemical* Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
ihtt fight of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
pftiposed to b# laid and which are described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise Of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1 962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said sche¬ 
dule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the cop¬ 
ies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India are mode 
aVai luhle to the general public, ob ject in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVERI FLATS” Sherpuru—Dahej by- 
Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk*; Olpad Dl*t 

: Surat 

State 

Area 

: Gujarat 

Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division or 
Block No. 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Umarachhi 

26-Part 

00 

09 

70 


27-Part 

00 

30 

78 


28-Part 

00 

07 

74 


20-Part 

00 

08 

85 


16-Part 

00 

22 

45 


17-Part 

00 

06 

30 


14-Part 

00 

22 

75 


12-Part 

00 

05 

44 


11-Part 

00 

05 

80 


[F.No. L-14014/1 l/99-GP(Vol. IV)] 
S.K. SINGH. Under Secy, 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; NOVEMBER 

i iMMi i n w ii i i lumwifzy.'-c—i-r»Biiirxj 

ftw), 11 WM7, 1999 

3FT.3TT. 3384.— MTWTTT Mi) MF Wlftn ^1 t fa 

^faiffcTT M M? 3RT7RM t f’F'jpRRTTT'^ ^ faWT 7JR M TT»ftlt R 
f&rciT vppto M* tpf uifRim %r % vftMFM % ftp! i|H«r 
4£i 4>!MM>R1 wnHVM iwMOTHRJ fHVWHH m^RTMlRT wcH; 

aftr %qft*r mm ifoi mftir frmfr M irre n^ 

flrap) V TRtow % fan to »jfa if foretf fawn 

mit iwim ♦ aflr tjm wfaijmr ^ ■bmrt; arjijMt M Mfafl ^ 

M Ji*iR m>t arftmr arf^ifn Mini a n ^i«h %; 

am: «w, %Mfrq t-hmr, ata nrf*ra mi^wim 

(nfaMfimMR^aifaMRMnsr>fa) srfalfaR, 1962 (1962 w 
50) Mft MR 3 Mft WTO (1) cm 1TCR Tlf^T^ t Mfl hMr MR) ^ 
TRlR 4H 3lffaMTC 3lfafl MR) % 3nrt 3TTMM M?t «i)M'11 mrt) 

t; 

3T^f) M Mf% tjfa H ftTHTE ^ Wfaff, TT>m M 
W5PwftRrW’Wft)^*ii mD yf>i^T wrn ^rmr Mi) mr 

fan uifa 4ft inftoi 7) vrnfai fan % Mfar, toM *n*fR % siftmr 
% anfa vr *jfaMf nfamuM' fawfa % Tfav M airiR fafara wr M 
wi uifapmfl, tftrm ^Ifr fa nwi mhmUvr faBfas, »PiTnr 
n. 1 / 3 , iRyr-t ;N muM i O Tfa, mv*- 392001 , 

‘jJKin Mil MR tie'll I 


R 13 MST (tnrsffaO 

: 3i)<nHia facil 

:^3T 

TPR 

: rpron 






nfa n>i nR 

M^fiRTM./ 

^R 1 







3TR 


®C1l4i 




( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


448/31-MR 

(K) 

00 

42 


448/nt-MR 

00 

25 

27 


452/31-MR 

00 

00 

30 


45 1 -'in 

(K) 

23 

05 


455-MR 

00 

10 

90 


487-MR 

00 

00 

25 


486-MR 

00 

27 

95 


483-MR 

00 

10 

90 



00 

02 

62 


480-MR 

(K) 

20 

60 


479-MR 

00 

03 

14 


467-MR 

(K) 

18 

30 


478-MR 

00 

02 

32 


468-MR 

00 

05 

20 


469-MR 

00 

14 

00 


389-MR 

00 

06 

40 


27, 1999/AORAHAYANA 6, 1921 [PpAt It—S ec. 3 (il)] 


( 1 ) 

(a) 

(i) 

(4) 

(5) 

Mini 

391-MR 

00 

03 

10 


470-MR 

00 

06 

90 


387-mr 

00 

10 

60 


384-MR ' 

00 

03 

00 


ifm 

00 

ot 

10 


385-MR 

00 

11 

60 


MfW 

00 

10 

82 


328/^-MR 

00 

24 

65 


329-MR 

00 

21 

75 


331-MR 

00 

12 

14 


RMtZ 1S KR ItHtT 

00 

06 

20 


320-MR 

00 

10 

70 


319-MR 

00 

14 

00 


318-MR 

00 

18 

00 



00 

02 

52 


261-MR 

00 

19 

70 


262-MR 

(K) 

12 

40 


263-MR 

00 

14 

60 


556-MR 

00 

12 

60 


265-mr 

00 

03 

10 


266-MR 

00 

23 

62 


267-MR 

00 

09 

24 


268-MR 

00 

00 

16 


279-MR 

00 

28 

25 


257-MR 

00 

10 

85 



00 

05 

61 


281-MR 

00 

06 

27 


235-MR 

00 

08 

65 


234-MR 

00 

17 

88 


9^^ 4i1W 

00 

00 

84 


233-MR 

00 

04 

39 


232-MR 

00 

21 

90 


23I-MR 

00 

17 

80 


ShHid 

00 

00 

92 


230-MR 

00 

01 

10 


229-MR 

00 

22 

01 


[WR ^.-14014/11/99-^.^. (MR IV)] 

yHfa 11m, am? ofan 











1 27, 1999/3TOFT»TJI 6, 1921 


7425 


[HPin-tIT3 (ii)] 

Now Delhi, the 11th Nflvwnbcr, 1999 

$■ ft UM—Whereas it appears to (ho Central Government 
that >t it necessary in the public intoreat that for lho transport ol' 
natural gas in the State of Gujarat from HWHM in PMrtrlet Surat to 
Dahej in District Bbaruch. pipelines shuuM be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Cocoon ban Limited. 

And. whoreas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
(h< purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines arc 
proposed to be laid and which arc deacribcd in the jchedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification;- 

Now, ,h '" clore j n uxoroise of the powers conferred by sub- 
Micuon (l) of Section 3 of the Polroloum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of Usor in Land) Act, 1962, (50 ot 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in (he said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the dale on which (he (topics 
of the notification aa published in the Ga/ctto of Indiu are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited, Block No. 1/3, “KAVF.R1 FLATS”, Shcrpurs-Dahej By 
Pass Road, Bharuch 392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluks : Olpad Dint: Surat 


State t Gujarat 

Area 


Name of Village Survey/Sub Division llcotarc Are Cenliarc 
or Block No. 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Vadoli 

448/A-l’art 

(K) 

00 

42 


448/B-Part 

00 

25 

27 


452/A-Parl 

00 

00 

30 


451-Part 

00 

23 

05 


455-Part 

00 

10 

90 


487-Purl 

00 

00 

25 


486-Part 

00 

27 

95 


483-Part 

00 

10 

90 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

62 


480-Pnrt 

00 

20 

60 


479-Part 

00 

03 

14 


467-Part 

(K) 

18 

30 


478-Part 

00 

02 

32 


468-Part 

00 

05 

20 


469-Part 

00 

14 

00 


389-Part 

00 

06 

40 


0) 

(2) 

- .!■! 1 ns II 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Vadoli 

391-Part 

00 

03 

10 


470-Part 

00 

06 

90 


387-Part 

00 

10 

60 


3 84-Part 

00 

03 

00 


Drain 

00 

01 

10 


385-Part 

00 

11 

60 


Nalla 

00 

10 

82 


328/B-Part 

00 

24 

65 


329-Part 

00 

21 

75 


331-Part 

00 

12 

14 


llansot-Kim Rd, 

00 

06 

20 


320-Part 

00 

10 

70 


319-Part 

00 

14 

00 


318-Part 

00 

18 

00 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

52 


261-part 

00 

19 

70 


262-Part 

00 

12 

40 


263-Part 

00 

14 

60 


556-Part 

00 

12 

60 


265-Pari 

00 

03 

10 


266-Part 

00 

23 

62 


267-Purl 

00 

09 

24 


268-Part 

00 

00 

16 


279-Part 

(K) 

28 

25 


257-Parl 

00 

10 

85 


Cart Track 

00 

05 

61 


28-1 -Part 

00 

06 

27 


235-Part 

00 

08 

65 


234-Part 

00 

17 

88 


Field Canal 

00 

00 

84 


233-Part 

00 

04 

39 


232-Part 

00 

21 

90 


231-Part 

00 

17 

80 


Field Canal 

00 

00 

92 


230-Part 

00 

01 

10 


229-Port 

00 

22 

01 


[F. No. L.-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. IV)] 
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THE G AZE TTE OF INDIA ; NOVEMBER 27. I999/AGRAHAYANA 6 . 1921 [Part II—Sec. 3 (ii)] 


fa*?#, 11 TTOTC, 1999 

m. ot. 3385.—%^ flwn tj? wftir Thu # % 

#f *JB % [V '^wHin TF 5 *! % Pacii 3JT?T *t jsfto ^ 

fawn Mvn # ifa* tot mfr f fry #*r % tlm r .* % fa# jfam 

T m hf fa T faf#i« 5TTT ftwft ^!F# 

a#r %Tfht towt ^ urhr Thu t fa tot 
rMwiH #r irnfaT % faq to <jfh #f ffar# tot fawiu, 

Tflfa mi TOTTO t «fi t TO aTftFSJVTT ^ TOmS SFpj*# # 'jfh 

#' TM*ihT *RT 3TflWk StfahPTOTT 3TTR7TO t; 

arm am, #mfat m«m, afh 33rffaT 

(# TOihT % gTftroR Tff afar) aifafam, 1962 (1962 

50) TOTT 3 *fl TOJTT1 (l) TOTytTO Vlf^tOMlf *RT 3lhhT TR# 

ijq tt# TO*jhr 'wr arftrom stfahr tr# % am# srrmr ■*# Nfa'ii 
^tvfl %; 

tot aippu# # Rp'in *jfh fanni; ^ wrffa, xrrm h 
■w mmftnt itt srftrq^n * 1 # uftpqf Ttrormr ^ftttt tst tow trj 
ftq wl t# nrfhji ■# jwffa *#m, to# wihT% atftmrrc 
% afarm tjjh# Mifwnj# ftwrt #r#wv#’ afahr fafhm TO #’ 
tor niRwifl, fffcmr it i hUw* faPfas, *?ifa 

#. 1 / 3 , “isi## 1 *#^", ^rrjr-T^JT ww hr, m*n~39200i, 

■JTOT TTl WR l 


3T-RT* 


TTtJlST (netflvi) 

: sthTTO 

Hnni : TFR : 

■JTOTT 






"nfa TTT TFT 

fafurn#./ 

, *n 

ww 

tret am 

am 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

vrqfa 

396-Min 

(H) 

21 

65 


395-MFT 

00 

06 

10 


394-MFT 

00 

22 

60 


390-MFT 

00 

04 

60 


391-WI 

00 

25 

60 


392-'3FT 

00 

17 

45 


313-VFT 

00 

32 

39 


312 -Mn 

00 

21 

70 


loo-vm 

00 

(X) 

28 


298-VFT 

(K) 

IK 

K6 


297-VFT 

(X) 

30 

20 


296-MT T T 

00 

14 

35 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

'4TChr 

295-imi 

00 

u 

07 


293-'IFT 

m 

03 

19 


304^ 

00 

22 

70 


289-'3T T T 

OP 

22 

43 


286-'*mT 

00 

16 

58 


285-Hm 

00 

00 

30 


HP^r--qrr^ 

00 

04 

50 


213-'U T 1 

00 

30 

44 


220-'1FT 

00 

14 

42 


2l9-»mT 

00 

OR 

76 


"^fT 

00 

02 

40 


2iK- , »mi 

00 

03 

33 


229/3T-MF1 

(X) 

00 

23 


228-Mm 

00 

23 

59 


227-MF1 

00 

07 

25 


mqhjt Hl^# 

(X) 

05 

30 


74 -mn 

(X) 

00 

69 


75-VFT 

00 

18 

88 


76/54 MFT 

00 

19 

17 


76/*f-mn 

(X) 

18 

45 


77-VRT 

(X) 

05 

85 


7«.mri 

00 

18 

27 


79 -vm 

(X) 

26 

08 


Ko-mn 

00 

06 

79 


52-imT 

(X) 

00 

90 


Tsmft 

(X) 

07 

50 


[TT. #. ^.-14014/11/99-^.^. (MPT IV)] 

y 4 fa ymr far, arm «f#q 

New Delhi, the 1 Uh November, 1999 

S.O. 3385.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it ii necessary in the public interest that 
for the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from 
Hazira in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, 
pipelines should be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corpo¬ 
ration Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that 
for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to 
acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right ofUscr in Land) Act. 1%2. 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, In¬ 
dian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No. 1/3. 
"KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura—Dalicj By Pass Road. 
Bhanich-392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluks : Olpad 

Dlat : Surat 

State : 

Gujarat 




Area 


Name of Village 

Survey/Sub f)iviuion 
or Rlock No. 

lloclarc 

Arc Centiarc 

(1) 

(2) 

(3)_ 

(4) 

(5) 

Bhadol 

396-Part 

tH) 

21 

65 


395-Part 

tK> 

06 

10 


394-Part 

00 

22 

60 


390-Part 

00 

04 

60 


391-Part 

00 

25 

60 


392-Part 

00 

17 

45 


313-Part 

(K) 

32 

39 


312-Part 

00 

21 

70 


300-Part 

00 

00 

2 K 


298-Part 

00 

18 

86 


297-Parl 

0(1 

30 

20 


296-Part 

(X) 

14 

35 


295-Parl 

0(1 

11 

07 


293-Part 

00 

02 

19 


294-Part 

00 

22 

70 


389-Fart 

(XI 

22 

43 


286-Part 

(N 

16 

58 


285-Part 

(X) 

(K) 

30 


Bhadol-Pardi WBM Rd. (X) 

04 

50 


213-Part 

(X) 

30 

44 


220-Purt 

00 

14 

42 


219-Part 

00 

08 

76 


Cart fraifk 

(X) 

02 

40 


218-Part 

(X) 

03 

33 


229/A-Part 

OP 

00 

23 


228-Part 

(K) 

23 

59 


227-Part 

IX) 

07 

25 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Bhadol 

Bhadol Minor 

00 

05 

30 


74-Piirt 

00 

00 

69 


75-Parl 

00 

18 

88 


76/A-Part 

00 

19 

17 


7fi/B-Part 

00 

18 

45 


77-Parl 

00 

05 

85 


78-Part 

00 

18 

27 


79-Part 

00 

26 

08 


80-Pa rl 

00 

06 

79 


52-Part 

00 

00 

90 


lChadi 

00 

07 

50 


|l- No. 14014/11/99-OP (Vol. IV)1 
S.K.. SINGH, Under Secy. 


11 ,J fawU, 1999 

nn. an. 3386.—Ar^An nw nit mr ijAAt Atm t % 

A ’nr 

fAmr wn A r.r,■ t, tw> An At nffmm A^ fbtA tfipn 
Aj'tAfhniP'H wiftyH fbifhis nro fAwiAl -Jii'fl miRib; 

sftr At-ARt nrmrr nit iRn tnrtit then % Rf mm HisMeinA 
RnstA % nntum % Rur "sn yjfA A’ faraA mm 'ti^nhA Rrwtb 

mt trrmn A 3Ar^a#rrj^tTA3uinj;3t^r{’A AnfArt 

A na otfAn nttm mroynn) %; 

ant; «ro, Amftn ttwit, A^ifrm AA isrfAn mj mrn H 
('jfAAwAn%3iRmrna3rAn) sAAfm, 1962 (i962nq 
so)^ffl mmn (i) nrain^tyrRrnnfmvnbrnR?t 

mj mtA <iH'ij‘i nri arfkn^R arPiht nrr% % emA snymnft Atn n n 
nmft %■ 

A nRAt sjfh A Ik tin 1 j* niti «if*ra, imran A* 
n^i ifti ^rRujyiii nft «Ri«iT wnmTuwfli nit "sot-wnRi 
fAb mA nft nrfbjt A Apr At AArt, <tnA witn % srfAmrc 
At arafant r^tAA sifawn-j fnwiA ArAnnA m«bi Rtf Am ▼n A 
ntm mAwA, AjtArfAnRRT niPjUvid ft#tAn, nAfnr A. 
i/3, "mrAA AT^n-T^t mnnut An, Mvn-392001, 

i piRtn nit ntr nApu 1 



: AlW4l* 

Rtltni : tl v m : 

(joKiq 



An 



nAnipn A./ 

^ tiH •3TR 

w 


TWSRT 







(1) 

(2) 

(3) (4) 

(5) 



154-WT 

()0 

20 

55 


153-MPT 

00 

28 

00 


159-MP1 

00 

13 

25 
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WTOT 


160-nro 

00 

02 

67 

16i-vro 

00 

16 

33 

162-ron 

(K) 

07 

55 

163-MTO 

00 

10 

20 

164-tiro 

(H) 

06 

30 


tm T1. qCT. 14014/11/99-^ft.tft. (<fTiV)] 
tj'flei 31HK 3 TOT Htw 
New Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 
S. O. 3386.—- Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Ha/ira 
in district Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that 
for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to 
acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to pc laid and which arc described i n 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962. 
(30 of 1962). the Central Government hereby declare* 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the *ai(J 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Cfcuctto of 
India arc made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the competent authority. In¬ 
dian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No. 1/3. 
“KAVERI FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej by Pass Road. 
BharqCh-392001. Gujarat. 


ThIuIui : Olpad 

Name of Village 

(1) 

Kadrama 


SCHEDULE 
Dlni Surat 

Survey/.Sub 

Division 

nr Block Mo 

■ 

a) _ 

134*Pnrt 
133-Pan 
139-Pan 

160- Part 

161- Part 

162- Part 

163- Part 

164- .Part 


State ; Gujarat 
Area 

lloularo Are Ccnliore 

(3) (4) (3) 

00 20 35 

00 28 00 

00 13 25 

00 02 67 

00 16 33 

00 07 50 

00 It) 20 

(K) 06 50 


|f. No. 14014/11/99-OP (Vol 1V)| 
S.K. SINGH, Under Seey 


27. 1999/AGRAHAYANA 6, 1921 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii) 


M 11 W*T, 1999 

4)1. 3TT. 3387,—Ck4>k nft Hthn otol ^ fhr 
r-freftro 3 -nr rm % faron $ tpjfNr ^ 

faWT 3 b°ti Mi^filT) ^id % 

«bKqftjjw qro firarot wft 

dlffcTJ; 

aftr ^ xcflfl ktm % <j«ki 

% irororo % frrq if fJicrt ftnsiq 

3 stotto *nr aif^roix grftfrr tpmr at m vd* f ; 

m-. sra, titojr, wRrot mfownn 

('jfn 3 m tepN) srfaflmn, 1962 (196’ *■* 

50) ^ft »iro 3 TORI (1) mwtyrf^riiniTqbTTTOt 
■jq ■st'iro srfroRK atfafrt artgro nft ^fftpor 

4X01 %; 

tsWn tjfa H ftrowi ^ wifan, 

T^nirm w stftRjwm ^ irttroT himH'* ^ qntr 
^ (iTflt# ■A Mbit, wim ’nBnmr 

% srah st vjfkr H firont % ronq 3 snob? vn 

Baw mfWrfl, Tfkqn nv i' -iH y n fwOtit, rotfar n. 

VS, wrrotra fnr, Hvw- 392001 , 

TptTwnttntiTTVTti 


(wtita) : afanro ftron: tjto 3m:7pron 



d'lei'S *7T 3TR 

I '^II4) 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(s) 


l83-»tro 

00 

40 

80 


WTOT-^Oqroi 3TTOT 

00 

05 

60 


161-nro 

00 

32 

14 


168-vrm 

00 

00 

36 


167-nro 

00 

53 

00 


166-nro 

00 

10 

50 


174-MTO 

00 

12 

20 


wwi 

00 

05 

40 


dtdim m^nU’ 

00 

05 

40 


148-Rro 

(X) 

15 

90 


t75-'*rrn 

00 

13 

70 


146-HTO 


00 10 


30 











[MFTII—3Sf«3 (ii)j 


TOUWTt: 27, 1999/3TO1tm 6, 1921 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


138-MFI 

00 

10 

35 


145-MH 

(X) 

02 

70 



(K) 

01 

53 


144-MFT 

(X) 

22 

10 


84-*n T t 

00 

14 

80 


85-Mm 

(X) 

08 

79 



(X) 

02 

80 


143-MFT 

(Ml 

02 

80 


96-MFI 

(X) 

29 

08 


3Wt-?h«P TOUT 

00 

03 

60 


9-31/1-MPT 

(X) 

31 

40 


lO-vfPt 

00 

23 

70 


14-vtm 

00 

29 

30 


i.i-mn 

<H) 

05 

13 


i2-*iTn 

00 

02 

01 


45-*tFT 

(X) 

36 

30 


21-’1T T T 

00 

22 

80 


.14-1101 

00 

12 

25 


.IS-MFT 

(XI 

12 

06 


36-1110 

00 

10 

30 


'1IC1I 

00 

08 

00 


■yiCtroT -mom trot 

00 

03 

so 


44-HTO 

00 

02 

85 


42-MFT 

(X) 

19 

80 


41-100 

00 

16 

00 


[TX. 31.P^t. 14014/11/99-^.^, (MFTlV)] 
gtHK frltT, 3TO3 ttfad 

New Delhi. Lhc 1 Ith November, 1999 
S. 0.3387.— Whereas il appears 10 the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that is necessary in the public interest that Tor the 
transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Ha/.ira 
in District Sural to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that 
for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, il is necessary to 
acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962. 


7429 

(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India arc made available to the general public, object in writ¬ 
ing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of 
the pipelines under the land to the competent authority. In¬ 
dian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
'KAVERl FLATS”, Sherpura—Dahej by Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Tuluku : Olpad Dt*t: Surat State : Gujarat 


Name of Village Survey/Sub Area 

Division Hectare Arc Centime 

or Block No. 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Hrihan 

183-Pan 

00 

40 

80 


Kadarama-lirthan Rd. 

(X) 

05 

60 


161-Part 

00 

32 

14 


168-Part 

00 

00 

36 


167-Part 

00 

53 

00 


166-Part 

00 

10 

50 


174-Part 

00 

12 

20 


Kadarama Distributory 

00 

05 

40 


Sarsana Minor 

00 

05 

40 


148-l’arl 

00 

15 

90 


175-Part 

00 

13 

70 


146-Part 

00 

10 

30 


135-Part 

00 

13 

70 


138-Part 

00 

10 

35 


145-Part 

00 

02 

70 


Curt Track 

00 

01 

53 


144-PHrt 

00 

22 

10 


K4-Part 

00 

14 

80 


85-Part 

00 

08 

79 


NoIIh 

00 

02 

80 


143-Purl 

00 

02 

80 


96-Parl 

00 

29 

08 


fakarma-Erlhan Rd. 

00 

03 

60 


9-A/l-Parl 

(X) 

31 

40 


10-Port 

00 

23 

70 


14-Part 

(X) 

29 

30 


13-Part 

00 

05 

13 


I2-Parl 

00 

02 

01 


45-Part 

(X) 

36 

30 
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( 1 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Erthan 

21-Part 

00 

22 

80 


34-Part 

00 

12 

25 


35-Part 

00 

12 

06 


36-Part 

00 

10 

30 


Nalla 

00 

08 

(Ml 


Kadarama-Erthan Rd. 

00 

03 

80 


44-Part 

00 

02 

85 


42-Part 

00 

19 

80 


41 -Part 

00 

16 

00 


[]•'. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.IV)j 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
11 1999 


i$T. 3TT. 3388.—W TTTflTT Ftm t fa 

r^lfnl v l^'1 R IFF hi<J)Ri<*> 51 

r,KI 91^'TFTTF^ fasfa UfRT 

3hi{l*i TttAdT Hit T^TTl yrfln tstm % Rf> •sHfl 
fawEt % mhIhh Rt ffaj; to R' f3n«*¥ tof fasiu 

tot%^ rr srwirat afaTpsT dTfag^Hi R aqiTC apjgnt if itWtt 'jf*r 

R iWqW HiT STReETT 3Tf% iron 3TW* EFt; 

3TF: 3TH, %#9FIWR, ^Ift-EIH 3fa <aP4-» l ( gfa 

R ? q >-iP l % 3#TSPR-^T3T>H) arftlfaET, 1962 (1962 HiT 50) Hit 
TOT3 HTfaRtTO ( 1 ) SKI !>KH1 VlfafafanfaET »M(t $(( ddA' 49 J ilO 
HiT arftraiTC 33pSifl ‘tH-l % afat 'JiKi'H 'T?t'N)d 11 !! %; 

FHTT 3T^T.jHl R hW(T 'jPl R ftn-M* ^ oqfal, TT3ETH R 
H^TT H'MRfin FTT H>t yffl'-iT W'ITT’ 7 ! Fim Hit ‘♦hi 

faj^HftHlftaR ?«falu fatitnfrtrc, iTOR Wfa%3TfHHnT 
-Sr- 3T^=r to gfaR fHui^faTTHNR amitH RdRsin 

TEtET HTfaHETt, 'l^fafrlHi'/ET HjKmAvH Rlf^is, UplfaIT '9. 
1/3, “HE^t Wiro tfa, HF^-392001, 

gETCET Hit HiT '(T^i'll I 




fli^«tii (wrffa) : arlrnrs fa^n: "gw to : groir 


'll 0 ! HiT TOT 

7T./ 

3H<3>5 ITT 

ietiht 

%H£T 

TOT 

Rtotot 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

*ik«ti u i 

308/3T-TOT 

00 

15 

55 


31O-TOT 

00 

25 

85 


309-MET 

00 

14 

45 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

311-TO1 

00 

04 

50 

312-TOT 

00 

15 

05 

TOTHIt HI^4U 

00 

09 

30 

314-TOT 

00 

14 

45 

4AeS '^4lW 

00 

01 

50 

356-TOT 

00 

08 

90 

355-TOT 

00 

08 

65 

3 53-TOT 

00 

18 

30 

TOT MI^HtT 

00 

04 

00 

(^41(4) 




351-TOT 

00 

14 

30 

350-TOT 

00 

08 

00 

TOUT fFT^l^-rd 

(M) 

09 

40 

349/11 TOT 

00 

24 

10 

348-TOT 

00 

18 

80 

347/3T-TOT 

(M) 

24 

55 

25-TOT 

00 

24 

82 

28-TOT 

00 

.36 

45 

13-TOT 

00 

25 

OO 

11-TOT 

00 

14 

97 

12-TOT 

00 

05 

49 

10-TOT 

00 

()8 

75 

T TRn--RU l 1l ll l TTTTTT 00 

04 

90 

5.3-TOT 

00 

01 

16 

52-TOT 

00 

24 

50 

55/33-TOT 

00 

09 

94 

55/H-TOT 

00 

09 

94 

54-TOT 

00 

.34 

05 

75-TOT 

00 

02 

86 

74-TOT 

00 

23 

43 

73-TOT 

00 

00 

56 

3TWTT 75TSt 

00 

04 

20 

70-TOT 

00 

30 

90 

HTETT 

00 

02 

75 


[HIT. R. 1^.-14014/11/99-uft.ift. (TOTIV)] 

g-ilw gniR ■Rtf, arnr 












[ HFT II—75T5 3 (ii)] 


■HTOT *PT 27, 


6, 1921 
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New Delhi, Ihe I Ith November. 1999 

S, O. 3388. Whereas it appears In Ihe Central Govcrn- 
inent that it is noeessarv in Ihe public interest that lor the transport 
of Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Ila/.ira in District Surat 
to Dahej in District liharueh, pipelines should lie laid by the In¬ 
dian Pelroehcmieals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is neeessnry to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which Hre described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipe¬ 
lines (Acquisition of Right of User in 1-and) Act. 1962 {50 of I9(i2). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user thoroin. 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the 
copies of the notification as published in the Ga/ette of India are 
made available to the goneral public, object in writing to the ac¬ 
quisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines un¬ 
der the land to thb competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No 1/3, “KAVLRI l'LA'lS” 
Shcrpura—Dahej Byl’ass Road, Bharueh-392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Olpnd 

Dlst : Surat 


State : Gujarat 

Name of Village 

Survey/Sub 


Area 



Division 

or Block No 

Hectare Are Ccntiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Morthan 

3<)R/A-I’url 

00 

15 

55 


310-Part 

00 

25 

K5 


309-Pnrt 

00 

14 

45 


3 1 1 -Port 

00 

04 

50 


312-Part 

00 

15 

05 


ANnar Minor 

00 

09 

30 


314-Part 

00 

14 

45 


field Canal 

00 

01 

50 


356-Part 

00 

OR 

90 


355-Part 

00 

OK 

65 


35.3-Part 

00 

18 

30 


■Sub-Minor 

0(1 

04 

00 


(Canal) 





351 -Part 

00 

14 

30 


350-Part 

00 

OK 

00 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Morthan (Could ) Kurunj 

Distribulcirv 

00 

09 

40 

349/U-Port 

00 

24 

10 

348-Part 

00 

IK 

80 

347/A-Part 

00 

24 

55 

25-Part 

00 

24 

K2 

2 H-Pnrl 

00 

36 

45 

13-Part 

00 

25 

00 

1 1-Pnrl 

00 

14 

97 

12-Part 

00 

05 

49 

10-Part 

00 

OR 

75 

(Sola Morthan Kd. 

00 

04 

90 

53-Parl 

00 

01 

16 

52-Part 

00 

24 

50 

55/A-Part 

00 

09 

94 

55/B-Parl 

00 

09 

94 

54—Purl 

flu 

34 

05 

75-Part 

00 

02 

86 

74-Part 

00 

23 

43 

73-Part 

00 

00 

56 

Aeharan Khadi 

00 

04 

20 

70-Part 

00 

30 

90 

Nalla 

00 

02 

75 

|f. No L- 

14014/1 

1 /99-OP 

(Vol. 1V)1 


S K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
^ 11 1999 


13H. 3TT. 3389.— TWR #TT t f*F 

A m aiww t fa 3pnm 3 m fapn tjpt Af ^jfhr 3 

r«lbll A qsn Ml'Jifrtqi All % Vft'IPH fen4 


SlVl i, -nl M 6R°bH dill MdlCl f'itl 1 % 

(d% M'il'hn 4/ fenu <j<i 'jfa A* <jq<i h 1 ^ h cn 13 3 

tttt snunt jiri if t#hr 

d'-HPl 2RT 3Tf^Tt SmVWi A; 


'ATT; ~m, 

M 4'PIP I % 3rf»TOTT 1!FT anH) 1962 (1962^150)^ 

MKT3^rr3W(T ( DsKlyqp W^FI 

TiT 3Tf f TOTT aipjjq tr><4 % at 9 3 apppj ''tin'll 


.1345 01/99 8, 
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■s i W fa ctlfan 'jPl fa %?TR3* fat^ ^tlfa^, IDTrS “St 

R«n Rtwffait w srftRjeFTi fat Rfitfar ■^wtr’i ufrit fat 4<td»4 rri 
f^^fatitnfasfa'SRfafar ffat % faRrr, ^nfa <rra>i % afafatRK 
fa anN^t 'jffafa ftrat^ fafafa-tfa OTtfarfiw fo ti ^ fa 

RWI "EnfFT^Tfl, fajtfaffafRR RR'-ifagR fcllViS, ufafa fa, 
1/3, "wfafa Rtfa^t”, faTF-ttfatf -simFI Tte, WR-392001, 
TptOTt fat tifR Tffani I 


img^T (wfafat) -. fafanis ffa=n ; ipt tfr . lpj^j 


fafa Rtt RTB 

Rfawfa,/ 
dqqiifa ri 

rtctBE 

TfaT 

tftR 

3TT7 

fafarSTR 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

3trsit u i 

153-vqn 

00 

15 

30 


154-RPT 

00 

34 

00 


I58-RP1 

00 

2.3 

30 


fatm-3R5TT’l TIRtT 00 

04 

00 


159-RTq 

00 

29 

60 


q-RPT 

00 

37 

64 


3-HFT 

00 

20 

19 


[RT fa. R?T,-14014/11/99-faWt. (HFHV)] 

gfafat ftfa, awr Ttffa* 


New Delhi, the I 1th November. 1999 

S. O. 3389. - Whereas il uppcHrs lo the Central Government 
that is necessary in the public interest that tor the transport of 
Natural pus in the Stale of Gujarat from llazirn m District Sural to 
Duhcj in District Bharueh. pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary lo acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines nre 
proposed to be laid and which arc described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exorcise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in I.and) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention lo acquire 
the right of user therein. 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the 
copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India nre 
made available to the general public, object in writing to the ac¬ 
quisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines un¬ 
der the land to the competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No, 1/3. “KAVURI FLATS". 
Shcrpura—Dahej By Puss Rond. Bharueh-392001. Gujarat 


|Pari II—Sec. 3 (ii)] 

SCHEDULE 


Tnluka : 

Olpad Distt 

: Surat 

State : 

: Gujarat 

Name of 

Survcy/Sub- 


Area 


Village 

Division or 

1ieetare 

Arc 

Centiarc 


Block No 




(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Aeluiriin 

153-Pnrt 

00 

15 

30 


1 54-Part 

00 

34 

00 


1 58-Part 

00 

23 

30 


Gola-Aeharun 

Rd. 00 

04 

00 


1 59-Part 

00 

29 

60 


4-Part 

00 

37 

64 


3 -Part 

00 

20 

19 


If , No L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. TV)] 
S K.. SINOH, Under Secy. 
11 WRT, 1999 

1JT 3TT. 3390.— fafafal HW( fat R* Rifat ItfafT $ % 


^efiffat 3 t ffa-rprcrt tp*i fa f^toti 3 irtjfai fa 

faton fa t$3Jt ire ni'j.tfiRi % % fafatFR % fafa 



fafa TifalO BTTR fal Tfaff Rifat fafttT t ffa /TW 
ifatjttfa % RRfatH % fatR "TO 'jfa fa ffarafa T*ftt HliMWljfa 
zrtf4 tfil VttdW ^ fair TR3 3tffalj^RT fa 3ppjfat fa" GlP'In *jffa 

fa tJWl R4 afafabR afafatt ^Ttt atTWTO t; 

'flit; fafafartRRUT, fatnfafajt HI^HC1l?'l ( ’jffa 

faircfafafaafafa^RiiaRjN) 1962 (1962 R4 so) fat 

RRI 3 faf^RRRI (. 1 ) f»HI HStt llffal'l) SM H'-iVl < +H<i T^tf^'t 1 ! dMoVl 
43 3Tffc|Sru<. afafat ct><4 fa 3 Th 4 34T7P1 fat LiM IJ II RRtff %; 

tru sppEjfat fa farfat tjfa fa ffaptrs far^ tsqffat, TDm fa 
R'-’IT RRiTffaii TR arffaffSRTfat wfo'-tt <-ntn< i, i 'Tin01 fat ■ssc'iMJ ttm 
ffat’^fat far okI< 3 fa ip^falti lq-i fa faint, 'OTrfa <JDfa) j 1 fa dllfaflbu. 
fa tTr sjjfa fa H14Htn15r"4* ffawfa fa H99 fa STItfat PoRstO tbH fa 


i/3, mm fte, 

7 J^TTRT II1 

33^ 

Inlfaeo, -i. 

392001, 

itRjRq (irrfafai) 

; BfalMMI-S ffa^tT 

; fjpi 

qjujq 

: tproit 

fafaRO RTB 

Rfaerq^j./ 


faR 



dNtafa RT 


33R 

fafataiK 


tWF 




(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

■RdllRI 

2G1 -MFT 

00 

20 

63 


262-NFT 

00 

17 

75 
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[■Hmil—3^3 (ii)] 

(1) _ (2) (3) (4) (5) 

areftPCT 266-'TFT 00 22 45 


265-'3FT 

00 

21 

77 


00 

05 

00 


00 

05 

90 

278-'TT T T 

00 

20 

47 

36<>-'WT 

00 

0(1 

49 

.W-'TFT 

00 

20 

58 

35K-'im 

00 

01 

59 

15 1 /■33-'TT T T 

00 

. 27 

91 

.161 -HFT 

0(1 

04 

59 

.14 9-'TFT 

00 

17 

82 

ISO-HFI 

00 

03 

0.1 

34H-'TFT 

00 

06 

01 

345/31, 7T-vjm 

00 

11 

.12 

.1()6-'TFT 

00 

13 

65 

sjrb 31T7 4it4i 

00 

(15 

90 

•l.l.T-'TFT 

00 

07 

38 

405-'TFT 

00 

17 

50 

4l)6-'*TFT 

(10 

20 

15 

40H-'1FT 

00 

21 

73 

409-'TFT 

00 

14 

19 

.190-'TFT 

00 

26 

78 

391-’TFT 

00 

00 

92 

38H-'TFT 

00 

09 

01 

IHO-'TFT 

0(1 

OH 

19 

4TF%7T Bit)-IK 

00 

04 

30. 

3Tt6NT^-7TFF4 

00 

04 

30 

tlHIl 




FfFTFTTC 7T%Tl7 

00 

05 

70 

3H3-'TFT 

00 

2K 

61) 

18 1 -'TFT 

(10 

09 

15 


New Delhi, Ihc i 1 th November, 1999 

S. O. 3390, - Wherena it appears to the Central Government 
lhal is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of 
Natural gas in the State of Gujarat from ilazira in District Surat to 
Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian 
Petrochemicals Corporation Limited 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user ill the land under which the said pipelines are 
pioposed to be laid and which are, described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962. (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
Ihc riglil of user therein; 

Anv person interested in the land described In the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
of the notification as published in the Gazette of India arc made 
available to the gencrnl public, obiect in writing to the acquisition 
of the tight of user therein or laying ol the pipelines under the land 
lo Ihc competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. I /.l, “KAVliRI FLATS" Shcrpura—Dahej by 
Pass Hoad. Bharuch 392001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


I'iilukH : Olpnd Dist : 

Surat 

State 

: Gujarat 

Name of Survey/Sub I 

Village Division or 

Block No 

lecture 

Arc 

Ccnti*rc 

(1) (2) (3) 


(4) 

(5) 

Atodara 261-Part 

00 

20 

63 

262-Part 

00 

17 

75 

266-Part 

00 

22 

45 

2(>5-Purl 

00 

21 

77 

Atodara 

Distriblllory 

00 

05 

00 

Minor 

00 

05 

90 

278-Part 

00 

20 

47 

.160-Pnil 

00 

00 

49 

356-Part 

00 

20 

58 

358-Part 

00 

01 

59 

351/A-Pnr! 

00 

27 

9.1 

361-Part 

00 

04 

59 

349-Part 

01) 

17 

82 

350-Part 

00 

03 

03 

348-Part 

00 

06 

01 


r T f5T. Tf WL-14014/11/99-^ft.TT. ('TFTIV) | 
r/plfet =}iHK 17%, 3F3T 


145/A. B-Parl 


00 


II 


32 
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C2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

366-Part 

00 

13 

65 

Carl Track and 

Nalla 

00 

05 

90 

433-Part 

00 

07 

38 

405-Part 

00 

17 

50 

40()-Pail 

00 

20 

15 

408-Part 

00 

21 

73 

409-Part 

00 

14 

39 

390-Part 

00 

26 

78 

391 -Part 

00 

00 

92 

188-Part 

00 

09 

03 

189-Purl 

00 

08 

19 

Alodra Minor 

00 

04 

40 

Olpnd-Snynn Rd 

00 

04 

30 

1 lasnahad Minor 

00 

05 

70 

383-Pnrt 

00 

28 

60 

381-Part 

00 

09 

35 


|1' No 1,-14014/11/99-<iP(Vol. IV)| 
S K. SINOIl. Under Soev 
11 1999 


^T. 33 T. 3391 .— mmR ml m Wilt ^HTT t far 
tlWR-'fl "*¥ - 31 ^ 7 * 397 $ far TJSTTRTTPmfafalcTI 7 JTJT if r. 4 lTt 1 Tt 

famr mm 3 rfcti mm ■fa % % fafa ffemr 



■sftT msffa TUmiT Vr fan Ulffa Tim $ ftp mmi MI^9NI5d 
fa^JT-t %> y'-ifan ^ faio 1 J I *ffa faimt ■o'm Hiiycit^-i fawn? 
Jlld mi y«ll°t ^ 3fn:3Tfa^'yn 71 ■ayi'a^i 3FJT[mf ilf'fa *jfa 
if 3H'hI*i mu mftrmrT ihR jjq =e-hi arrry'T^Tm; 

33m 3TO, <^-iCi*iT3<«w<, T^tfaPTCj 3itTof4^ Hi^yf4i?H ( T[fa 
■tf ,39 'iVi%3tRtoR'^T amfa) arfatwr, 1962 {1962 T4 50) ml 
■'•4RT 3 ■'Rt '3T=r»TITr (1 )^5PTF7lfad'RmiTrmomfa^mfar3 , -l'il , l 
mi 3TftlmK 39fafa rnfa m 3Pfa -JHIVI'H 'El i m)h ij h *E«ft 'I'; 

t$mT E ^R'in ft*o*1■& wypw, ti^ty^ H 

T 1 V '1T ydnfvin Tf-r mfR tea'll Hi 5t fn y i ttt rural ei-ini ml mo 

feu, and mt cil<io *\ f -1 a m HiilT, j o4 TFFlPT% hRI'EiT 

% amfamt 'jfa^ f»IWM’ mrfaN3TltifafalffadT^T 3 

Tnfwrrft, Tjfarfamrnrf mr-tyUvn fafafam, mifar m 
1/3, "mfafl F^n", tfrujTT-i^ WW 7T5, H^f-392001, 
rpsnr/T mt m3 t-faoi i 


3T^t 


m<gmi (apuIm) 

: 33fal4l5 faltfl : 


Tim : 

TFRra 

1 II^ ^>T iiH 

./ 

m973rmm 

*cii s 6 

fqzx 

3TK 

#^33TT 

U) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

WTM 

257-HTT 

00 

06 

60 


253-HP1 

00 

17 

51 


254-HF1 

00 

31 

90 


TSS-HFl 

00 

1 1 

70 


231-HH 

00 

14 

50 


229-HFl 

00 

22 

84 


230-'*Tm 

00 

01 

62 


228-VPT 

00 

16 

40 


ardfall-mw-ll 

mm 

00 

08 

61 


280-Hit 

00 

10 

30 


HIlfaK 

00 

04 

48 


281-HPT 

00 

31 

28 


H1#T 

(10 

05 

07 


304-HPT 

00 

16 

00 


278/2-HF7 

00 

13 

50 


305-HPT 

00 

04 

06 


306-HF1 

00 

38 

48 


277- HF1 

00 

00 

30 


ijm 

00 

05 

98 


707-HF1 

00 

00 

76 


30K-HFT 

00 

32 

23 


309-HF1 

00 

02 

79 


7m Hl^'TlT 

00 

05 

18 


310—'*3T T T 

00 

00 

59 


319-HFT 

00 

36 

01 


122-HF1 

00 

48 

81 


320-HFT 

00 

00 

54 


^nRTT-^IHrdl 

00 

03 

80 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


TR3TT 

345-'3FT 

00 

17 

4.3 


.347-’3FT 

00 

04 

70 


34K-MP1 

00 

30 

20 


.352/33“ Ml 7 ? 

(K) 

09 

62 


.ISJ-MPT 

00 

01 

70 


[W if. 1^,-14014/11/99-^ft.Rt. (HFT1V)] 

Tffar gpin Irtpr, 3W irfan 

New Delhi, the I Ith November, 1999 

S. O. 3391, Whereas il appears lo Ihe Central Govern¬ 
ment that tl is necessary in the public interest that lor the transport 
of natural gas in the Stale of Gujarat Irom JIa/.ira in District Suuit 
lo Dahcj in District Bharuoh, pipelines should lie laid by the In¬ 
dian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that lor 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary lo acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the sche¬ 
dule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, til exercise of the powcis conferred by sub¬ 
section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in I,and) Act. 1962, (50 of 1962). 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention lo acquire 
Ihe right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the suid sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the dale on which the copies 
of the notification ns published in the Gu/clle of India urc mude 
available lo the general public, ob|cct in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
lo the competent authority. Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
limited, Block No I/.3, "KAVliRI PLATS" Shcrpura- Dnlici By- 
Pass Road. Bhoruch-392001. Guiarat 

SCHEDULE 


Tnluka : Olptid Dlst 

: Siu'Ht 

State : 

Gujarat 



Area. 


Name of Survey/Sub 

Village Di.ision or 

1Icclarc 

Arc 

Ccnliare 

Block No 

- 



(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(3) 

Kauinala 257-Pnrl 

00 

06 

(it) 

253-Part 

1)1) 

17 

51 

254-Part 

00 

31 

90 

255-Part 

00 

11 

70 

231-Part 

00 

14 

50 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

‘(5) 

Kannalu 229-Pnrl 

00 

22 

84 

230-Part 

00 

01 

62 

228-Part 

()() 

16 

40 

Atodara-Karmala 

00 

08 

61 

Road 




280-Part 

00 

10 

30 

Minor 

00 

04 

48 

281-Part 

00 

31 

28 

Minor 

00 

05 

07 

3 04-Part 

00 

16 

00 

278/2-Parl 

00 

1.3 

50 

305-Part 

00 

04 

06 

306-Part 

00 

.38 

48 

277-Part 

00 

00 

30 

Carl Track 

00 

05 

98 

107-Part 

00 

1)0 

76 

308-Part 

00 

.32 

2.3 

109-Part 

00 

02 

79 

Sub Minor 

00 

05 

18 

310-part 

00 

00 

59 

319-Part 

00 

36 

01 

322-Part 

00 

48 

81 

320-1'art 

00 

00 

54 

Isanpur- 

(HI 

(13 

80 

Karinala Rd 




345-Part 

00 

17 

43 

347-Part 

00 

04 

70 

348-Part 

00 

30 

20 

352/B-Pnrt 

00 

09 

62 

353-Part 

00 

01 

70 


P, No. 1,-14014/1 l/99-GP(Vol. IV)] 
S K SINGH, Under Secy 
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to toto), 11 1999 

t*TT. 3 TT. 3392 .—toffa to Tl? "tot TftTTT t to 

tototo 4 nr wif t toTpirm rim % tow 4 ^ton 4 
tow to? to nR c <t5 r i to f<99 

mtotorr fain to eki '-iiv-ifiito Ribi 4I ■sii-fl wftq; 
tor toto'i trur to ton toto 'fto % to um ntwwto 
fotto % TPTpJH % %Q; "331 *jfa 4 tott4 3W TUTOH^f RlBI^ 
W^WlTRTmi *jfa 

4 wtot nr totoPK totor nrnr «n^w ♦; 

am: aro, totofa nmrc, tojtom? to? totor toiM i gd 
('jfp 4 umVi % stPtok w amfa) srfoton, 1962 (1962 m 
so) to im 3 to?mrtr ( 1 ) ^-5FW tototo nr nito nto ^ 
99*1 dttomr 3|ft|ihK toto °ht-l to 3HH-1 3(|^|A( tot 4l4'j|i nLffl 

t; 

3)^4 14 to% 'jPr 4 %r*nK to{ wtor, wra 4 
nrr wrftm w totojnrr to yfttto 01P1U1 imrr to 3 iw«? nn 
to; uto to Trrdrsr d write fto % ton, nto utoto % toton 
to artor'Ht towi34'fewttotom4 srrtortoftotwto 
??frm tototo, 'sfei'd 'istolw-PH mttotoH toftoto, tototo. 

i/3, “mtoff vtoto' ’, toffcr-nto numo to, *rpm~39200i, 
Tjmi to f>'i Trtotr 1 

TlT^(ltoftH) : 3Tlcmra f^FTT : TJW 1W : ^TITT 

to 



tofwito 

ton 


3TR 

4413TK 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

5*H4k 

301toK*TFT 

00 

08 

54 


SOS/ST-MPt 

00 

08 

08 


sos/i-nn 

00 

39 

84 


309-HFT 

00 

07 

40 


310-HFt 

00 

10 

60 



00 

03 

80 


323-MFT 

00 

19 

65 


322-'3T r t 

00 

01 

24 


326-'HT I T 

00 

02 

96 


327-MFT 

00 

06 

47 


328-'HFT 

' 00 

18 

95 


330-vtFT 

00 

11 

24 


331MFT 

00 

00 

43 


[m 4, TJW 14014/11/99-to.to. (*tFT-IV)] 

■gto %trk to', am* tom 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3392. —Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the Slate of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch. pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying tlic said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under w'hich the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Mow, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from tire date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority. 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Shcrpura-Dahej By-Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka: 

Olpad Dist : Surat 

State : 

Gujarat 

Area 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Arc Ccntiare 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Isanpur 

301/B-Part 

00 

08 

54 


308/A-Part 

00 

08 

08 


308/B-Part 

00 

39 

84 


309-Part 

00 

07 

40 


310-Part 

00 

10 

60 


Isanpur Minor 

00 

03 

80 


323-Part 

00 

19 

65 


322-Part 

00 

01 

24 


326-Part 

00 

02 

96 


327-Part 

00 

06 

47 


328-Part 

00 

18 

95 


330-Part 

00 

1 1 

24 


331-Part 

00 

00 

43 


[F. No L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.IV)j 
S. K. SINGH. Under Secy. 
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ftMMft, 11 MMTMT, 1999 

ml, 33T.3393.—^i-sO«wn ml hB Tlhlu ciui % fti cilmfcn 
mf 33tmtmmt % ftr 'j'juin mm ■Pjtftt tjtf ij ftror 

'4)1 1 'in?PT 1H7T TEIWIS} ft|}|4) wft ^(ffTT ; 

sfrc TOR Ml) Tfm TriftlT FtFT t fMI ^3MF 

1ftW% % 4'-il<Ti % fjRtj 7RT »jft 4f ftiti4 MM3T 4n‘icii}')' fMWTT 
'fll'lMR MWil4 ^ 3jfRl*iti 3if4^M r ii'^ RH-jypqj 4 qftfo ijfM 

wfrn mr arfMMRT arf% mmmt 3TTM7MMrf : 

am: am, %Mflm TTmrn:, 3 ?r mfrnr mttrwi 

(•‘jfb ri ■avMh % siftw mr amm) atfafaMM, 1962 (1962 mr 

1950) M>) MKT 3 MftMMMRT (1 ) FKT TTRTT TrpRTRf MR MMtK MRt) 

Trtj thA mmmIm mr arPjMiR mmr) % str^ arTTm Mit mKprt 

MTRftf; 

MSRT 3I;]7IMI Mfhfa ijfM IfRMRT M?f^ onftfl, TTRTTR 4t 

mmt umr%f tjk arftrgMFRT m>) uftrnf htwr rfftt ml mw mrt 

fip^ Mit n 10 451 7) sMaiin ftpT % MttK, atl*l MMMPl % aiftmRT 
tF amHMl r) hI^HWIF^' ftWl-I %7TMM "if 33tfim fpifism M 
w MTfaMRf), Fftnm ■^■^FmmiMm mr%r ftrfK>;s, Mjffti 
m. 1 / 3 , “mr^tIk#^”, * 31 *^- 392001 , 

TpKTR Mil MM tie'll I 


FTT^gRT ( Hgtft H ) : StfcPTT? ftRRT : TJKT TUM : TpnTH 


•iiH 

m5fttmr m,/ 

RWIRt 

MR1M7 


«TK 


in 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


94-MPT 

00 

33 

60 


96-MFT 

00 

30 

74 


68-MFT 

00 

27 

00 


101-MFT 

00 

33 

90 


102-MFT 

00 

36 

15 


*tl|£ 

00 

00 

60 


109/M-MP1 

00 

21 

18 


109M-MPT 

00 

06 

37 


q-slefl TJTFf 

00 

05 

98 


UO-MFT 

00 

00 

48 


128/33, M-MFT 

QO 

34 

07 


114-MP7 

00 

10 

24 


127-MFT 

00 

09 

00 


[MR. FT. T^MT. 14014/11/99-Mfbft. (MFT-IV)] 
ufam ^iMri ftlF, 33MT Kf^M 


New Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 

S. 0.3393. —Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharach, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited: 

And, whereas, it appears to die Central Government 
that for die purpose of laying die said pipelines, it isnccessary 
to acquire the right of user in die land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification: 

Now, diercfore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-sccdon (1) ofsecdon 3 ofthe Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962, 
(50 of 1962), die Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein: 

Any person interested in die land described in the said 
schedule may widiin twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to die acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of die pipelines under die land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Sherpura-Dahej By-pass Road. Bliaruch 
392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : 

Olpad Di.it.: Surat 

State : 
Area 

: Gujarat 

Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub- 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Arc Centiarc 

(1) 

(2) ■ 

(3) 

(4) 

(3) 

Vadod 

94-Part 

00 

33 

60 


96-Part 

00 

30 

74 


68-Part 

00 

27 

00 


101-Part 

00 

13 

90 


102-Part 

00 

36 

15 


Cart Track 

00 

00 

60 


109/B-Part 

00 

21 

18 


109/A-Parl 

00 

Od 

37 


Vadoli Kliadi 

00 

05 

98 


110-Part 

00 

00 

48 


128/A, B-Part 

00 

34 

07 


114-Part 

00 

10 

24 


127-Part 

00 

09 

00 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.IV)] 
S. K. SINGH. Under Sccy. 










7438 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 27, 1999/AGRAHAYANA 6 1921 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii)] 


^ Rtwfl, 11 1999 

OT. 3394.—WRIT 4 4llT t fa 


tafaffa 3 m t % TFRicT tt*t % farat ^ 4 4 

■Pror 4 ms yrnffas far % iRqs-i % fa4 ■jf^rr 



sfR %44l 73WI7 4 fan wcHn (Dm ^ fa l Hi{ l -Krli^' 
fa&4 % Tqfar % f%nr te »jf4 4 fan4 3 *rt 9#n?nT4 Rwi 
^ rFT TTRrn t 3fa STfaqrRT 4 WTO 4 frf% ^ 

4 '3H A il , l TT 3lffeRiR 3HRjn S6HI 3uq!(qcti $; 

3Rf: 3P1, 4fata 317437, afa 73faJT 

(^4i5T4n%3iftRm^3fa4) arf%rf^n=r, 1962 (1962 ^1 
1950 ) 4 qra 3 4 WIRT (1) -glTT TP^T TTfafa 3rfal ^ 
T^TT <J-lH '3M'j)‘| 3FT 3TfiTOR dlfjRl °h<4 % aifa SHlsjl'd 4 «hImV| l 

wH; 

RW appjfa 4 -qftfa 'jfE 4 1%TC5 4^ ■’stRrt, TDm 4 

RRT y t+ilPvici IpFT -3 TRh[M31 4 M Ri-mi TTPIK 11 ! 'll nil 4 dMtl®*4 4>Tt 

Rq, 'JIlR 4j (111)<3 4 Sj'Wlrt fat% HftlT, -atiA sh'-iIm % 3lfaqiT7 
4 afa^R! xjRi fr ’litJ'qi’iR-i 14®$ %tR)p 4 mi^r Rriftan ?r4’ 
3W yifa^ifl, -jfeR 4*faftRiwi -sFirqttTR faRfas, is?ifa 4. 

1/3, " 4,4<i #T<'1'', VTCJtl—ifarf RRMIO 4s, mFR-392001, 
7PRTH 4t T>7 Tfaqi I 


3T W*t 


Htt^FT ( ) : -HtHdTS 

favTT : TjTT 

TP*T 

$4 

: 3J3TTR1 


“H./ 

’3 T R3f3r "*TT 

oviiqi 

ifafr 

am 

443m 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

RTTRI 

157-WT 

00 

23 

85 


162-dFT 

00 

00 

12 


163-RR 

00 

28 

60 


ir,4-VTFT 

00 

23 

40 


UIRMI HI$HU ’ 

00 

05 

-20 


203-HFT 

00 

15 

40 


204-MFi 

00 

05 

00 


202-PF1 

00 

14 

20 


205/31-MR 

00 

09 

90 


[RT, 4. TRA 14014/11/99-4b4. (vjn-IV)] 
((Tin ^jhk Rip, 3TR7Tffafr 


New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.0.3394.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahcj in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of (lie powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1902 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of (lie notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to die general public, object in 
willing to the acquisition of die right of user thci tin or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS”, Shcrpura—Dahej Bypass Road, 
Bharuch-392 001. Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : 

Olpad Dist.: Surat 

State : 

: Gujarat 
Area 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Are Ccntiare 

(1) 

(2) 

0) 

(4) 

(5) 

Masma 

157-Part 

00 

23 

85 


162-Part 

00 

(10 

12 


163-Part 

00 

28 

60 


164-Part 

00 

23 

40 


Masma Minor 

00 

05 

20 


203-Part 

00 

15 

40 


204-Part 

00 

05 

00 


202-Part 

00 

14 

20 


205/A-P;ut 

00 

1)9 

90 


|F. No L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol 1V)| 
S. K SINGH. Under Secy. 
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[ 9T9 II—75TS 3 (ii)] 


W 94 WI5I: W97 27, 1999/3995199 6, 1921 



9^ ftliryil, 11 -raMil, 1999 

9iT. 33T. 3395.— #9%9 Frr<9U ^ 9^ Ulfftl Tffal t far 
#9#9 99 atnim; f %Tproir wki ^ 

falUT 91F9 4 9#3T 995 ■gT 7 jrf?1<39 % % vR< 1?3 9r fafa jfaqn 


SKI M!$9WTl' fawn 91# 91#%; 


%#fa 97977 9rt %%9 TRffar frtt t far 999 9nj4Hi$i' 
fawn % 3fafaH % fafa 99 »jfa %' faraR’ 999 HI^MI^' faw?, 
rrlfa 97 979T9f 3# -$rt BTfaTfr-n# atjtj# 3 9f99 »jfa 

9* 3h 4)'I 97 #9977 arfafa 97791 399V99 t; ■ 


99: 319, fafafa 97977, #7 #99 9 l j " -HI34 

( 1 jfa % WfaT % #*4977 97 3 psfa) ##999, 1962 (1962 97 
1950) 9% *4171 3 9% 79*1171 ( 1) ItK! 979 #9991 97 9991957% 
■59. 99% 7m>l 99 #9977 ##t 999 % 31# 3TH7I9 95t 9#9T 
99911; 


799 3T-J7J# 9 rifafa *jfa %t f%994* 9%f °*lfatl, 7T999 % 
99T 995lf#T ^71 #*47j9919% #99179*4 K ,; l tfiioi 9% 999F9 9iTT 
fart 911% 9% 91#St # 599^9 fa9 % #97, 79% 999# % #9977 
9r 7nfa9T #9 % 9l#W#f fas# 97999% 31T#r farf#T 99 %' 
9819 9lf9 8 hKl, sfe'-M ^j)fa;T h 91CH 977%ffaT9 fa### «nfa> 9. 
1/3, "979%9%fa7f”, #1^—1#9 9T99T9 %# 9759-392001, 
T pfTT9 99 99 Tfam I 

31^t 

HTT^oFT ( %7flH ) : 31 farm ? fafHT : tjttt tr : TprUTT 


9T9 99 9T9 

9% 819 9/ 

s'rta’s 91 

99191 

%997 

397 

#7)997 

(1) 

(2) 

0 ) 

(4) 

(5) 

999 

I02-9T9 

00 

08 

70 


103-919 

00 

27 

09 


1 1 1-919 

00 

00 

11 


112919 

00 

02 

81 


1J0-9T9 

00 

15 

22 


I09-9T9 

00 

27 

35 


108-919 

00 

68 

45 


176-919 

00 

05 

49 


175-919 

00 

04 

53 


177-919 

00 

10 

70 


178-919 

00 

03 

15 


173-919 

00 

25 

26 


166-919 

00 

16 

40 


80 UJTFTITfarto) 

00 

04 

51 


9T9 fats'9° 165 





#7 167 97 #9% 





[99. 9. #9, 14014/11/99-#.#. (9T9-IV)] 
l^#9t 99T7 fa#, 997 7#59 


New Delhi, the lltli November, 1999 

S.0.3395.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
dial for thepurpose oflavingtlie said pipelines, it isnecessary 
to acquire the right of user hi the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India arc made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
"KAVERI FLATS", Shcrpura-Dalicj By-Pass Road. 
Bhamch-392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : 

Olpad Dist: Surat 

State : 

(hi jar 
Area 

at 

Name of 

Survey/Sub 

Hectare 

Are 

Centiare 

Village 

Division 
or Block No 




(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Talad 

102-Part 

00 

08 

70 


103-Part 

00 

27 

09 


111-Part 

00 

00 

1 1 


l12-Part 

00 

02 

81 


110-Part 

00 

15 

22 


109-Part 

00 

27 

35 


108-Part 

00 

68 

45 


176-Part 

00 

05 

49 


175-Part 

00 

04 

5.1 


177-Pan 

00 

10 

70 


178-Parl 

00 

03 

15 


173-Parl 

00 

25 

26 


166-Part 

01 ) 

Id 

40 


Xo (Old S No ) 
P;irl-Bctween 
Block Nos. 10.5 
and 167 

Oil 

17 

74 


|F No 1-14014/1 l/99-GP(Vol IV)| 
S K. SINGH. Under Sew 


LH5 01 99 -9 






7440 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 

—— 'i^_. i « n am: 1 —!— i cscsa — 1 mam— — ————■— . ■ » — 

M 11 1999 

FFT. :4T. 3396~%^FP3iR^l?tfr4 rt)fl g’ l fll tfoi efaiftlKT 
*¥ T TT 3tRt % fjff (pmiu <i w 'a % Pn<ii 4JRT R fpJffal 7t filMI' 

wiftv n 'fafrfcygKl Hl jq ' dTS^ f frgpfl ^Fft 

3?k tetfit v?r tFht Rtfcr itm t f4? ^ 

% TWt % fed? tjjt -£f f4ra3 3RTT TnjTflT^t T*TETC; 

A SV’-tPl 3TI arfFl=BTT srfsfa 5RAT 3TFTFFF t; 

SRI: ;w, %Tfct msflR, '^(wqH sftr 73ff^ 

(rjfa v w-fm % arfiRTTK -^t sr#o stftrPm, 1962 (1962 ^1 
1950) ^ nm 3 ^twirn (i) ttet tutu kiRmhT'tt yrqpr^ 

^ru jhm dM^tni ®ftt arftFFTT *nfM n /a 4 % 3pt^ stttft qp-r'ii 

^TRflt; t 

upytjsft *f itf % *ffa $ ftirsrcr ^ LNm 

smfcrci 4^1 'j-rFi^ cm’ ii yfiT^rr uirtTGi Jinn ^ crr/p^n ^nr 

^ $wIb fn % hPtl <ra*t’ wiW^srftwiT 
% 'SRih ’IT'^fR F TI^TT^ f®T{5T4 Sfl^F?felfeniFF 3 


>7, 1999/A GRAH AY ANA 6, 1921 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii)J 

(D (2) (3) (4) (5) 


(2) 

O) 

(4) 

(5) 

147-HFT 

00 

24 

74 

148-FFt 

00 

02 

22 

132-FFT 

00 

15 

55 

131-FFT 

00 

OK 

20 

130-HUT 

00 

04 

90 

128-FFT 

00 

07 

90 


00 

04 

00 

127-FPT ■ 

00 

17 

60 


00 

04 

60 


[m ft. tpi. 14014/1 i/99-’ 3 ft. T n. (fft-iV)] 

7j4)ti ^fiFK Ph r., 3-1 qr TlfSTF 

New Delhi, the 1 ltli November, 1999 

S.O, 3396.—Whereas il appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that 
for the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from 


ynfsnrro, wr 

hfTTRfi 

Ffrtj? 

, wnTdi A. 

1/3, ‘‘ TTTU ’ V Tlrya-r^Jt sn'IUTR tfs, 

vrscst- 

-392001, 

Tprcm ^ T#rm i 








BTcf^T ( /t?.(l|pi ) ; 3ilHTT3 f^HT 

: 4JRT 

TpST 

: Tpmr 

riN °FI HUT U/ 




TTrs^-qi 

l her 

■m 

JT-4l3tK 





(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

^inim 79 -um 

00 

01 

40 

78-FT r I 

00 

21 

xo 

KO-RFT 

00 

00 

55 

168-RP7 

00 

33 

58 

I70M-HFT 

00 

09 

69 

3i)dMI5-rprd TRyn 

00 

06 

00 

167-UF1 

00 

24 

10 

162-FFT 

00 

17 

74 

163 -Mm 

00 

23 

20 

165M-MFT 

00 

02 

7X 

164-FFT 

00 

02 

94 

145/31-FFT 

00 

00 

54 

HO-FFT 

00 

33 

57 


Hazara in District Surat to Dahej in District Bhanich, pipelines 
should be laid by the htdiait Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc dcsc. ibed in 
the schedule annexed to this notification: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act., 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty'-one days from the dale on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India arc made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
mdian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No 1/7, 
‘ KAVERI FLATS". Slierpurn-Dahej By pass Road, 
Bhaiuch-792 00 L Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


I’aluKa : 

Olpad Dist: Surat 

State: 

Gujarat 


Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division 
or Block No 

Hectare 

Are C cut i arc 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Jothan 

79-Part 

00 

01 

40 


78-Part 

00 

21 

80 


[HFTII—7is3 (ii)] 
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ov 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Jothan 

80-Part 

00 

00 

55 


168-Part 

00 

33 

58 


170/B-Part 

00 

09 

69 


Olpad-Surat Rd. 

00 

06 

00 


167-Part 

00 

24 

10 


162-Part 

00 

17 

74 


167-Part 

00 

23 

20 


165/B-Part 

00 

02 

78 


164-Part 

00 

02 

94 


145/A-Part 

00 

00 

54 


146-Part 

00 

33 

57 


147-Part 

00 

24 

74 


148-Part 

00 

02 

22 


132-Part 

00 

15 

55 


131-Part 

00 

08 

20 


130-Part 

00 

04 

90 


128-Part 

00 

07 

90 


Sonsak Minor 

oo 

04 

00 


127-Part 

00 

17 

60 


Drain 

00 

04 

6(1 


[F. No, L- 14014/1 1/99-OjP (Vol IV)| 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy, 


11 W^7, 1999 

^7T. 31T. 3397—RRFK °hi Me yiflu funi^feyiiqifr'n 
Tf ^ ,;nK0! J -t4i t fe TprCFT TF9 % faiFTT p[7lT fisflu 7t f*RT 
^>1 Odi jfS'-H 

WTltTM MTui-S 1JRT P*U5l4l Wft 

afp %=?(fa W=hK ^t*TT TFfftt FPlT t 
fis|«H % \HloH % %F "371 *jfa R Gih 4 4=K1 HI^Mf-ll^ ■fejTTJ 
wnfr afttlFT aTfafiridl R 4'HW'j; 3Ffjdt rt rtPfa ijfrr 
F 4m4p i tit ■arftrspTT arfjftt ttht '#rnwFt; 

•Km: .kr, di^Fi riim, #7 Tgfr-37 qi^-tMisr 

( ■*|fu q TmFi % [irfaTTtTTf "iTlfa) rtfafwt, 1962 (1962 w 
1950 ) # »im 3 rtf ^rmn (i) ^ttt tttt rif^'-t) th "sr^ffri TRd 
^tt wf iu|q)i| 7fn arftran: arfijfa % rtri stttftT ft RPm 
Wit; 

TrtW -£f ^frrhT '}f*T R’ few: ^ ®rf^T, Trim R’ 
^an TRiTf^^^T7j^^'5rf^w4ni T r7iFmT^it tw trt 


MRit/shr mRi Vsrfa^nr 

%3T3fqqr '^jfrrR* MI^-tOTSP%TT^RF ^l(tqfiT : lrtT7 CT Trt 
HW TTftRFnft, Pjfrfa^TT W'tftlFI f^fni'S'. A. 

1/3, "tuM TTTpJ-^ TfrtNtrt 775, rtT^- 392001, 

ffiRld Ttt TIT Flu'll I 

iH^^r 

7TFT5TT ( 7nr#FT ) : aTteFTRJ RjIHT : 7JT7T TFT : t^TTT 1 


TFt Tit qtq 

TT^kFl W 

TTrif fi TT 

"^7T7 

3TIT 

iRRi 3 ITT 

(L) 

(2) 

(-7) 

(4) 

( U 

7-kP , !1 

26.3-TF 

00 

16 

4.1 


234/-RR 

00 

1 1 

35 


234/-RF 

(10 

42 

42 


234/-RFT 

0(1 

02 

13 


2.13/-RFT 

01) 

06 

93 


[ T FT- rt, m 14014/11/99-uft.'Ft. (HFT-LV)] 
'•jiRTT f*TK, '3TTT nf-ciq 
New Delhi. Ihc 11th November. 1999 

S.O. 3397.—Whereas il appears lu the Central 
Govenmienl that it is necessary in the public interest that 
for the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from 
Ha/.ira in District Surat to Dahcj ill District Bhamcli. pipelines 
should be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Got eminent 
Ural for die purpose of lay ing the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under w hich the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (I) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Ccnlral Government hctchy declares its 
imention to acquire the right of user therein. 

Any person interested in Lhc land described in the said 
schedule may w ithin tw'enLy-one days from the dale on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
w riling to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of (lie pipelines under Ihe land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Coquoration Limited. Block No i/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS", Sheipura-Dahcj By Pass Road, 
Bbaruch-392 001, Gujarat 
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SCHEDULE 


i aiuKii : 

uipad Dist : Surat 

State : 

: Gujarat 


Name of 
Village i 

Survey/Sub 

Division 

orBlock-No 

Hectare 

Area 

Are Centiare 

(1): 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Saroji 

26 3/-Part 

00 

16 

45 


234/-Part 

00 

11 

35 


234/-Part 

00 

42 

42 


234/-Part 

00 

02 

13 


233/-Parl 

00 

06 

93 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol.IV)] 
S K. STNGH, Under Secy. 
ET 11 -fSfrift, 1999 

TFT. 3IT. 3398.—THTOT ml *1F ’STCfRf TRIT t % 
mfm%7T E' EF 31WTO $ fm TJ3T(m TFR % f^TFTT 7JRT E ^ 

feien E^m ■if mfm TO •>fa % EfwE % iftRR 

iffr 4>-tOE FR7FR mt TfrTT ml?! FRTT % fm TriRT El^ht/fT^E 
RriFFt % W3FT Rt frRTT RE »jfE R f3RlE R*RT 1 I^TOI5%’ RlOTT 
ETTE mt ERfR % <EpIT THfi-Urgri-ll "R eHHji -M 'i^.y-fl ff r A f J lu ’bin 
E REEF I "SF>T mfE“HT7 Rtfaftf TO! <EI«l!(*tET *; 

‘>TcT: 3FT, ■'SH-s^'M Fk+iI, RfMclhE afttRftf'NI HI^Mcll^'T 

RtETEm 3FiH) 3#lfWT, 1962 (, 1962 EE 50) ml ERI 

3 ETt RE'-TPT (1) SUI 3RR v,(Wi “FT TFfFT “Flff Fbj R=Ft 4s4l'l ETt 

-EfamR srfsfa ERE % 3R% aim mt EFTEr Wf t; 

REE RFjrjET R" rWe »jfa -if taS EtR wrfEE, EREE E 
eet vR-TifyitT tt sifru^Hi mt eRiet uterr mm mf refer ert 
fmiRTEEEm^RFEEffEf^RT eIrt, reR reeTr % mfRmK 
% -fflu yrfE r ii^^^'f^^wift'-fli^iWaiiFifi 
rift etRteer. ;fe J n Tjimfmm e>khK!/te Meet, mm r. 

|/3, “TOlFH^", ^■■T^TimFtlT:, mm-392 ooi, 


E/ETFt rnt mi E%ET i 

^TT^ 1 



^ rlfltUd J : l^ldl 

.* IJTrl <tm 

[U-ttd 

EFT ETt ROT 

’ u T^2lJ ,7 T "H/ 

j M <9 ^ ^1 

mnm 

FETE 


■M-elmF 

(1) 

(2) 

O) 

(4) 

(5) 


297-RFT 

00 

1 IS 

4? 


298-EFT 

00 

It) 

46 


^-SlETET 

00 

07 

40 


299-EFT 

00 

19 

79 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


323-EFT 

00 

15 

50 


3 17-EFT 

00 

04 

50 


322-HFT 

00 

07 

70 


318/E-EFT 

00 

07 

30 


318/E-EFT 

00 

14 

29 


316-EFT 

00 

17 

02 


314-Eft 

00 

21 

16 


RT^TR 

00 

05 

00 


et ttr <,i-kii 

00 

05 

20 


171-EF1 

00 

09 

25 


172/l-EFl 

00 

11 

20 


172/2EPT 

00 

1 1 

10 


173-ET r T 

00 

14 

18 


176-EFT 

00 

01) 

92 


175-EFT 

00 

29 

21 



00 

02 

84 


LEE. E, RFT. 14014/1 l/99-mf. 1 fr. (RFL1V)] 


fRF, sFREfan 

New Delhi, the 11 lh November. 1999 

S.O. 3398 —Whereas ii appears to llie Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that 
for the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from 
Hazira in District Surat to Dahcj in District Bharuch, pipelines 
should be laid by Llie Indian Petrochemicals Corporalion 
Limited. 

Arid, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying the said pipelines, il is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification: 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section 1 1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 19(>2, 
(5D of 1962). the Central Government herebt declares its 
intention to acquire llie right of user therein: 

Any person interested in tiie land described in die said 
schedule mav within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of die notification as published in llie Gazette of 
India arc made available to the general public, object in 
writing to Hie acquisition of flic right ol user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals CoiporationLimitcd. Block No. 1/3. 
"K.AVERI FLATS’’. Shcrpura-Dahcj By Pass Road, 
Bhantch-392 001, Gujarat. 
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W ^1 TTJm : W*TT 27, 1999/^64? W'»l 6, 1921 


SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Olpad Dist : Surat 

State ; 

: Gujarat 


Name of Survey/Sub 

Village Division 

or Block No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are Centiare 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Sonsak 297-Part 

00 

08 

45 

298-Part 

00 

10 

46 

Kundiana 

Distributory 

00 

07 

40 

299-Part 

00 

19 

79 

3 23-Part 

00 

15 

50 

317-Part 

00 

04 

50 

322-Part 

00 

07 

70 

318/A-Part 

00 

07 

30 

318/B-Part 

00 

14 

29 

316-Part 

00 

17 

02 

314-Part 

00 

21 

16 

Minor 

00 

05 

00 

Sonsak-Saroli 

WBMRd. 

00 

05 

20 

171-Part 

00 

09 

25 

172/1-Part 

00 

11 

20 

172/2-Part 

00 

11 

10 

173-Part 

00 

14 

18 

176-Part 

00 

00 

92 

175-Part 

op 

29 

21 

Cart Track 

00 

02 

84 


[F No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. IV)] 
S. K. SINGH, Under Secy. 
11 1999 

T3TT. 331, 3399.—^ whl FtTTT t fe 
r#F7f?77T W atTePFW t % TptlRT 7m % fatFTT 7J37T ^ F#TT ^ 
Rflfil "rf T^tpJT fl^F H ^F 

iflftr tF-sOq TH^FT tjlll ycfln @lai $ PF 3^N ai^aens'l 
%" w^i-Jii ^F fZ-TF "4 P*i*^ etyl ’hi^hvii^' ftfciu 

^ mtt "arm t afrc 737 arfoffiHT ^ 

•rf WTpT MTT 3Tf^lT aTftftr'RHT STTW^t; 

m: m tf^ff;, F^rfFm aftt uPni 

( 'pfF ^ -tOFI Pi % arfirFR ?FT 3F5H) arfqpm, 1962 (1962 PF 
50 ) #1 f TFT 3 Fit ■3NVKI ( 1 ) DPT 3FpT 7lf«RVff PIT TFTPT *F77t 
FFF WTR 'FT atfaw 3TMTT Mpp % 339% 3TT7FT PF 'Ml 'FFT FFTP 


143 

zm apJTppt ^ Pfvfa ^ F firTTS wrfafl, XFfT-ra if 
FMT TTOlftTiT ^77 3TfV7J^FT P/t Tf?FTT TTrMTFF 5JT-RTT FP ’FTFF’I FPI 

fcl ^ TtrfPa ^ '^Fhrr % pPp, fft^‘ ppPim % 37f*4w 
^F 37pfpPit ijpl ^f %TFlMensiPt frlRsKI TF 1 ! v 

77$F7 wifP'Fi'O, ^fi'H'i H£l^Ff*-i c r>6'H ^tii9ft7FT f64 Ph^ ciT'h 7 i. 
1/3, " W^TT", VH^I-^T 414414f Tte, MF^T-392001, 

■J5KRT '971 9F TT^FTT I 

ni^<t)l ( 7T?7ftH ) : poki P^lcll : ^7Fv3T TpFf; rpfTTTT 


' T TF c t TFT FF7 

Ft./ 

3 TO-5 -*7T 

*MFTT 


f?R 

atF 

fpeteTK 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

3t»ter 

aTT^.'FpFft.'FFT. 

^3#t 

01 

85 

80 


33T5. T fr.tfr.'tTrF. 

ttftt 

00 

0] 

40 


74- , ft t t 

00 

13 

24 


73-'*3ft 

00 

10 

50 


72-PT T T 

7, 1 

00 

18 

35 


71 (“HTF 

71-1 

00 

24 

00 


q?.'ll- arifFT <l*dl 

00 

03 

55 


69-VTFT 

00 

24 

71 


Fl-FFT 

00 

K> 

68 


04-1^1 

00 

24 

02 


iX-HFI 

00 

07 

80 



0!) 

lo 

63 


55-MFT 

00 

i -i 

67 



00 

5) 

83 


684- l 3FT 

00 

05 

-46 


683-'*3F3 

00 

12 

20 


663-’*3FT 

00 

00 

62 


(t62-' l 3T T T 

00 

O') 

21 


()56-*3FI 

00 

02 

86 


FSS-'OFT 

(It) 

01 

75 


< >54-' i rr r r 


93 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 


(4) 

(5) 

-si’ter 

652-’Em 


00 

01 

41 


653-rim 


00 

02 

15 


648-rim 


00 

01 

07 


629-rim 


00 

00 

02 


628-riEl 


00 

01 

95 


627-rim 


00 

03 

76 


615-rim 


00 

02 

34 


614-rim 


00 

01 

37 


6 i2-rim 


00 

00 

28 


604-rim 


00 

00 

80 


603-rim 


00 

01 

41 


602 -rim 


00 

01 

20 


596-rim 


00 

14 

03 


595-rim 


00 

09 

60 


594-rim 


00 

03 

41 


590-rim 


00 

05 

28 


591-rim 


00 

23 

97 


592-rim 


00 

20 

00 


’sft.cRiE'A'tft. <i«n 

00 

53 

74 


[T4, 73. T37?T. 14014/11/99-3jfbft. (rilri-V)] 


(juld (W, 3FT7 ripqq 
New Delhi, the 11thNovember, 1999 

S.O. 3399 .—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that it is necessary in the public interest that 
for the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from 
Hazira in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines 
should be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for tire purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of tire Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land ) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 


(Part 11—See. 3 (ii)J 

the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to lire acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of die pipelines under the land to the competent authority. 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No 1/3, 
"KAVERI FLATS”, Shcrpura-Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch-392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 

Tnlulu: Vagra Distt,: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survev/Sub 

Division Hectare 

or Block No 

Area 

-\rc 

Centiarc 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Ambheta 

IPCL Premises 

0.3 

85 

80 


IPCL Pcripherial 
Road 

00 

01 

40 


74-Part 

00 

13 

24 


73-Part 

00 

10 

50 


72 -Part 

71 

00 

18 

35 


711 Part 

71 1 

Dahej-Ambheta 
Road 

00 

24 

00 


00 

03 

55 


69-Part 

00 

24 

71 


65-Part 

00 , 

In 

68 


64-Part 

00 

24 

02 


58-Part 

00 

07 

80 


57-Part 

00 

If. 

63 


55-Pan 

00 

22 

67 


52-Part 

00 

52 

83 


684-Part 

00 

05 

46 


683-Part 

00 

12 

20 


663-Part 

00 

00 

62 


662-Part 

00 

09 

23 


656-Part 

00 

02 

86 


655-Part 

00 

03 

75 


654-Part 

00 

01 

93 


652-Part 

00 

01 

41 


653-Part 

00 

02 

15 


648-Part 

00 

01 

07 


629-Part 

00 

00 

02 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Anibheta 

628-Part 

00 

01 

95 

(Contd.) 

627-Part 

00 

03 

76 


615-Part 

00 

02 

34 


614-Part 

00 

01 

37 


612-Part 

00 

00 

28 


604-Part 

00 

00 

80 


603-Part 

00 

01 

41 


602-Part 

00 

01 

20 


596-Part 

00 

14 

03 


5 95-Part 

00 

09 

60 


5 94-Part 

00 

03 

41 


590-Part 

00 

05 

28 


5 9,1-Part 

00 

23 

97 


592-Part 

00 

20 

00 


GIDC Road 

04 

53 

74 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. V)] 
S.K. SINGH, Under Secy. 


11 HWWTC, 1999 

1ST, 3TT. 3400.—FTrifiK ^ ^ trifal fltlt t 


faqn 3 -5^31 tff yiHtffw % % yftqtrr % 5^04 



afrr %qfrq Timur ^ ^rr ytfar #n t % ^ yitTOT^ 
% yqfJFt % "TO 'jPr *¥ 'PiTH^ "wu (Wig 

Tn^4ni«nt afRW sRfirrj^Hi sFjTj^t 3 'jfa 

n 3’w1<i w 3Tfrmrr srftfar qtm t; 


am: aw, Timur, aftr ^sri^T ^wish 

(^3 W?t T T%3TffcWRqiT3nN) arfHpm, 1962 (1962^61 
50) HT3T 3^ WIKI (1) 3JKTTFJTt ■'FT3Rtn 

mwFT TSI 3Tftl4IK arftfar aRT% % 3TH% 3F7FT 1G flW 

h 


arjTj^t if qf*4n ^ ftrwis yitf ■ st rf i FT, TNnrT 
Tf' -qqi ysFif^RT ttr arfHtjyHi 4(1 yfnqf tuhtitt ^ ■s'-tFW 
470 fttj ^JTT% 4?j fllO<3 Ft T^tFT % 'TllTT, W^' dM'-flu % 
arfiornr % arafn-or WiH TWH^ an^y 


fHRsrci Far if Ftsot yiftmoft, ff 
fHfhii, *mT4ht. 1 / 3 , ‘ 1 W3(i 4>$<73", TtT^o-^sr •tmim 

TtT, HFW-392001, •J'SHIfl Vt 47T TT%m I 


iFT^Tft 



: ^MUJ Mtfl : 

■*R533f7F*I: 

TpFTcT 


qjq 44 tut 

77 . 


erit 



or 

tqJT 

am u-tDsnr 


■EJTW 




(l) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


4ll-ym 

00 

57 

03 


412-HTn 

00 

39 

20 


ttm^q (qjfqq 

00 

07 

40 







[tt. si. tjtt. i40i4/ii/99~yfr. i Tr. (hfi-V)] 


■fprlFl =ji h i j . fritt, arqr Tyf-Wq 

New Delhi, the 11 tli November. 199 l > 

S.O. 3400.—Whereas it appears to the Central 
Gov emment that it is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Dahej in District Bharuch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the purpose of laying lire said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be bid and which arc described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right ofUser in Land) Act, 1962. 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein: 

Any person interested in the land described ill the said 
schedule may witliin twenty-one days from tire dale on which 
tire copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right ofuser therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority. 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. Block No. 1/3, 
"K AVER1 FLATS”, Shcrpura-Dahcj By Pass Road, Bharuch 
392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : 

Olpad Dist: Surat 

State : 

Gujarat 


Name of 

Survey/Sub 


Area 


Village 

Division 
or Block No 

Hectare 

Arc Centime 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Dahej 

411-Part 

00 

57 

03 


412-Part 

00 

39 

20 


Grass Patch 
(Common 
village 
Boundary) 

00 

07 

40 


[F. No. L 

-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. 

V)J 
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11 1999 

ITT. 3TT. 3401 mf4 TtlTT f f4 

f^ir -$ t^3t ttc> yi^Ri'T % % qfms H 4 %*r 


afr %4fa Timm 4t ^TIT HTftTT Ttm t f4 3^1 
ftrjrT % yql'fl'i % mr fiitiA mrr 'hi^'hcii^' f^ssiq 
^*crwmt 

3 Trritn mr mfmfm rnfafa mmi mrnmm t; 


3T?T: 3TO, Timm, 'Ij'lieW #T isrfmT 

(*jfa ■R' WTEr % srfiwrc ■»FT apjRr) arftlftmr, 1962 (1962 trt 
50) HRT 3 4t mttTRT (l) W5rTff TlfapifW3P$tH^ 
<4-lA <jh 4)'I HIT 3rfRiRK dlWfl 4 fv<'\ % 3T4 amiH 4) ^Vr J ll c M(f) 

t; 


ot ar^rjjsft 4 mftfa »Tf=r 4 fmm; 44 mf4r, mam 
'HKTT ITOTftm IJTr mftlTjmTl 4) irfmn HIOR"! Jiiai 4) ■s'-iw^T 

mmf^ar4 4)irnffa4 ?wtnItm4 v fRR, *rrtr 399)0 4 
^TIT^' f4®4 4 4*7 V 4 3TT49 


f^TftSRT T^T 4 HOT y'lftl4iTft, 

Rifles, ^4144 i/3,‘'uRM-^Tr”, TtTjrr-^ar ™ 
Tte, *1^-392001, yaRTH TTft URT Tl4nT I 
3T^ 

dlc^chi (TfJTffrTT ) : dlM<l f^THT : 11 Jt l : ^pTTHT 


( 1 ) 


^71 


4 tm -i 1 h 

Tl4ami 4./ 

■mas HI 

<*ni«n 


3TR 

444m 

(i) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

71*71 

455-HPT 

00 

34 

90 


464-HF1 

00 

00 

09 


465-Hm 

00 

00 

79 


466-HPT 

00 

19 

47 


472-HR 

00 

29 

46 


471-Hrn 

00 

22 

00 


469-HFT 

00 

01 

30 


470-HFT 

00 

11 

00 


478-HFT 

00 

13 

50 


479-HFT 

00 

06 

40 


5 ^ 

00 

03 

83 


512-HFT 

00 

29 

90 


Sll-HPT 

00 

25 

80 


(2) 

(3) 

(4)(5) 


505-HF1 

00 

00 

38 

506-HPT 

00 

24 

82 

500-HFT 

00 

59 

20 

377-HR 

01 

47 

70 

T3TT5T 

00 

02 

50 

266-HFT 

00 

21 

20 

249-HF1 

00 

17 

40 

250-Hm 

0(1 

18 

26 

251-HF1 

00 

21 

90 

226-HTO 

00 

17 

88 

225-HF1 

00 

26 

10 

Trmi-mTs^cm 

00 

02 

30 

176-HH 

00 

44 

80 

175-HTO 

00 

30 

84 

179-HF1 

00 

01 

2<> 

'Jilciqi-yqi 

4«ry 4)mr mrm 

00 

05 

00 

143-HFT 

00 

3 5 

94 

142-HF1 

00 

24 

70 

149-HP1 

00 

14 

00 

140-HFT 

00 

08 

70 

139-HFT 

00 

05 

60 

137-HFT 

00 

09 

80 

136-HF1 

00 

08 

40 

135-HF1 

00 

19 

80 

155-HFi 

00 

50 

00 

7yn-'4V-m; mm 

00 

05 

30 

65-HPT 

00 

11 

44 

45-HPT 

00 

02 

40 


[TT. Tt. Vf\, 14014/11/99-4). 4l. ( HPT- V) ] 
TfftHfmTT fW, 3mTTlf47 
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New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3401, —Whereas it appears to the Central 
Government that is necessary in the public interest that for 
the transport of natural gas in the State of Gujarat from Hazira 
in District Surat to Daliej in District Bharnch, pipelines should 
be laid by the Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government 
that for the puipose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary 
to acquire the right of user in the land under which the said 
pipelines are proposed to be laid and which are described in 
the schedule annexed to this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum mid Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land)Act, 1962, 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which 
the copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of 
India are made available to the general public, object in 
writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying 
of the pipelines under the land to the competent authority, 
Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Limited, Block No. 1/3, 
“KAVERI FLATS", Sherpura—Dahej By Pass Road, 
Bharuch 392 001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluka : Vagra Dist: Bharuch State : Gujarat 


Name of 
Village 

Survey/Sub 
Division 
or Block No. 

Hectare 

Area 

Are Centiarc 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Suva 

455-Part 

00 

34 

90 


464-Part 

00 

00 

09 


465-Part 

00 

00 

79 


466-Part 

00 

19 

47 


472-Part 

00 

29 

46 


471-Part 

00 

22 

00 


469-Part 

00 

01 

30 


470-Part 

00 

11 

00 


478-Part 

00 

13 

50 


479-Part 

00 

06 

40 


(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Suva (Contd.) 

Cart Track 

00 

03 

S3 


512-Part 

00 

29 

90 


MI-Part 

00 

25 

80 


505-Pan 

00 

00 

38 


506-Part 

00 

24 

82 


500-Part 

00 


20 


377-Part 

01 

47 

70 


Kliadi 

00 

02 

50 


266-Part 

00 

23 

20 


249-Part 

00 

17 

40 


250-Part 

00 

IN 

26 


251-Part 

00 

21 ' 

90 


226-Part 

00 

17 

88 


225-Part 

00 

26 

10 


Suva-Vadadala 
Cart Track 

00 

02 

30 


176-Part 

00 

14 

80 


175-Part 

00 

30 

84 


179-Part 

00 

01 

26 


Jolwa-Snva 

WBM RD. 

00 

05 

00 


143-Part 

00 

35 

94 


142-Part 

00 

24 

76 


149-Part 

00 

1 1 

00 


140-Part 

00 

ON 

70 


139-Part 

00 


60 


137-Part 

00 

09 

80 


136-Part 

00 

OS 

40 


135-Part 

00 

14 

80 


155-Part 

00 

M) 

00 


Suva-Rahiyad Rd. 

00 

05 

30 


65-Part 

00 

11 

44 


45-Part 

00 

fp 

40 


|F. No. L-14014'! 1/99-Gp ( Vo I V)| 
' I, SINGH. Under 


3345GI/99—10 
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faffafa, 11 W3R, 1999 

tt. air. 3402 .—fafafa wk fa fata t fa 
fafafa 4 T? tfa^pTWrTm^faw^RT^Tfakl^ 

IfaeTT HT-T fa ifasj ?RfT TTlfafar far % fafalR % ffat jfeTR 

-fafa fatata TR^R fa fan fata fam t fa -3^T wfa 
ffafa % fataR fa fan, TFfijfa nf ffatfa T4T %?m. 

TTFtTTTtTFTfa -farTFT afafajTPTfa tT-TS£ <H^tfl -fit fa% 

fa d'lfapl Til fatTER fa% TfPfl -STFTm"^; 

m-. mr, fatatar trtvR, fafafcm far fafar ufaRi 

(-‘(fa fa tjfafn % fafarrc TIT afar) afafam, 1962 (1962 TT 
1950) fat HTCl 3 fa 'JTO (1 ) $TO TKV fafafa TJ fata Tifa 

■^tt ^fa afatn Tit fafarrc -Mtata tr% % arfa arrcrq fa farm 

Tfat 

t 0 
Tn arjrjfa fa fata fan fa faro fa^ fatal, WR fa 

M®TT TTfafat far-l+JTTT fa fafal 'HT t TK' , l '3H1TT fa 4 'fed 3 *! 4>tl 

far \fa fa fafa fa ^fatal fat % fatcR, ^fa Tqfal % fa-fTR 

fa "flfatTi far fa nfar-tufa ffata fa fafa fa anfar ftiffa ■^nfa 

1/3, “ Tlfafa fafan”, farjO-fan TP-IMRI fa, MRtR-392001, 
TmTET fa TT fa'll I 

TEW ( fatafafa ) : WITt ffaHT : LETT: TpTtaT fa 

_ _ _4_____.— - 

nfaTttnm faHTmfa/ faR TTR fafa-StR 

TTOU 


( 1 )_ 

v fal-ms—Jilfa 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

943-MPT 

00 

06 

30 

932-MP1 

00 

06 

80 

931-MPT 

00 

00 

10 

930-MP1 

00 

25 

30 

902-TPI 

00 

29 

60 

903-MP1 

00 

03 

98 

905-HPT 

00 

OS 

23 

906-MPT 

00 

02 

17 

907-vm 

00 

03 

90 

887 -MPT 

00 

17 

80 

888-MP1 

00 

16 

40 

889-MPT 

00 

09 

20 

890-MPT 

00 

13 

80 

881-MP1 

00 

82 

76 

fafarrc-Tiffarn; 

ETHTT 

00 

07 

30 


[TiT. fa. tr^l. 14014/11/99-fa.fat. (MP1-V)] 
31 hk fair, 3 TTT fatal 
New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 
S. O. 3402. —Whereas it uppears to the Central Government 
that is ifeeessary in the public Interest that lbr the transport of Natu¬ 
ral gas in the State of Gujarat from Hama in District Surat to Dahej 
in District Bharuch. pipelines should be laid by the Indian Petro¬ 
chemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Govenunent that lor 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land undei which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which arc described in Ihe schedule an¬ 
nexed to Litis notification; 


TREE 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

fatal a 

723-MP1 

00 

03 

80 


727-MFT 

00 

10 

90 


728-MPT 

00 

11 

05 


730-MF1 

.00 

39 

04 


731 'M,T-MFT 

00 

Q1 

98 


748-MH 

00 

13 

68 


749-MP1 

00 

20 

75 


750-MPT 

00 

37 

46 


767-MP1 

00 

11 

67 


Tai tj.cn 

00 

00 

83 


fal iH fal fai fa yet - 





fatata TP7TT 

00 

03 

40 


946-MP1 

00 

03 

92 


945-MPT 

00 

16 

97 


929-MFT 

00 

02 

70 


944-MPT 

00 

08 

05 


Now, therefore, in exercise of thepowers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of Ihe Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Govenunent hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in die said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one duvs from the date on which the copies 
of the notification us published in the Gazette of India Hre made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority. Indian Petrochemicals Coqroration 
Limited, BlockNo 1/3, “KAVTR1 IT ATS", Sherpura—Dahej By 
Pass Road, Bharuch 39201)1, Gujaiat. 

SCHEDULE 

Taluka ; Vagra Dist; Bharuch State : Gujarat Area 

Name of Village Survey/Sub Division Hectare Are Gentium 
or Block No. 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

723-Part 

00 

03 

80 

727-Part 

00 

10 

90 

728-1’art 

00 

11 

05 


(I) 

Rahivad 


[ ‘qFT II—ciT 3 (ii) ] 
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( 1 ) 

Ralliyad 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

730-Part 

00 

39 

04 

731-A.B-Part 

00 

01 

98 

748-Part 

00 

13 

68 

749-I’art 

00 

20 

75 

750-Part 

00 

37 

46 

767-Part 

00 

11 

67 

Cart Track 

00 

00 

83 

ONGC DS-Rahiyad Rd. 

00 

03 

40 

946-Part 

00 

03 

92 

y45-Part 

00 

16 

97 

929-Part 

00 

02 

70 

944-Part 

00 

08 

05 

943-Part 

00 

06 

30 

932-Part 

00 

06 

8(1 

931-Part 

00 

00 

10 

930-Part 

00 

25 

30 

902-Part 

00 

29 

60 

903-Part 

00 

03 

98 

y05-Pnrt 

00 

05 

23 

906-Part 

00 

02 

17 

907-Part 

00 

03 

90 

887-Part 

00 

17. 

80 

888 -Part 

00 

16 

40 

889-Part 

00 

09 

20 

890-Part 

00 

13 

80 

881-Part 

00 

82 

76 

Koliyad-Ruhivnd Rd. 

00 

07 

30 


[F No L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol. V)1 
S. K. SINGH. Under Secy, 
g^ ft??#, 11 w*n, 1999 

■gg. m 3403.—nw git w gifta t % 

nil ■+ft 4 gf gf ngggggi % ftf I prtm imr % fwgr Tjnt ^ f<#1 ^ 
figgi gggt if #jt ggi yi^ft*6 %r % gftggg % ft# tlVn 


afg g#tg -H<4iK git ^331 tofft ggn f ftp ggg 
fgrurt %r ygltH % fw? urn 3 famif w g#rtr# twig' 
#fgg y+gig^ site 533 a^ftnfggrH'd'lrg 2 ; si-i^g) gf# ■‘jfa 
g gygfg gg grfggoT gf# gggi ggr/gg: 7U 

■ypi: gg. %gftg gwR, ftjtftrgg gg ## g^w 
(gfgg'gr 3 W% gf^wgg 3 T#r) 33 fgfwr, 1962 (1962 gg 
so) gif nra 3 git gggftr (1) ttfct ggg gifgggt gg ggtg g# ft? 
ggg dggtn gg gfggg 3 ; gf# ggg gr g^g gn?rg git glggr gmrt 

t; 


ggg -srggjgt ## 'jft g faggs git? <GT3g g 
ggi gggfgg ?g gfgrpgi git yftigT giggg gggi gif ww ggi 
tpjgn%git3TT^^?ggitgti?g%^,g3w witg% agfgggg 


% g#gr ■‘jft# ynhw# f## %ggg gr# fgftrtt gig g' 
FWg .yrfgggft, ?fegg ^t^ftrgigg ggyYivM fprfgtTs, ggfgr g. 
1 / 3 , “gg# g?#g“ gtrjtug# ww fir, gggg- 392001 , 
ifOT git gg g#rr 1 




irr^gg (wnta) 

; gTgg fftgr: 


3m3 : 

TTOi atg 

gig gg gig 

g^sjggr/ 


33R 

##313 


< 1933.5 gr 





ggrgr 




O) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

(4J 

(5) 

gitgftgnt 

i/-g gin 

01 

17 

80 


l/-g gro 

00 

34 

80 


gigrt 

00 

01 

60 


74/-gr r r 

00 

15 

, 26 


77/g-gpi 

0(1 

20 

80 


on/g-gn 

00 

48 

77 


90/-33 gin 

0(1 

00 

73 


giltt 1 gt<?—- jhcik-Ti 





<K<I1 

00 

1)4 

16 


212-'4Tg 

0(1 

39 

85 


215-gpi 

00 

(III 

03 


2i4/-gm 

(1(1 

17 

20 


214/-gFT 

on 

21 

62 


214/-gPT 

(HI 

15 

80 


226 -gn 

(HI 

112 

03 


227-gm 

00 

2> 

14 


229-'*3ig 

01 

28 

55 


177-grg 

(HI 

21 

30 


175 -gn 

(HI 

(HI 

45 


174 -gin 

Oil 

71 

05, 


173-grg 

0(1 

19 

66 


172-B-gFl 

(HI 

28 

(ill 


i72-n-'gn 

Inj 

(l() 

25 


171-gig 

(id 

1 1 

33 1 


gg#- gg# 





3TrtTr 

mi 

0-1 

(HI 


170-MTg 

00 

g | 

nil 


169-gro 

(HI 

15 

6(1 


[gg. 33, TTFf. 14014/13/99- 

-##. 

(,g?3-v)l 


ggfg gpur f#, -w gfgg 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 27, 1999/AGRAHAYANA 6,1921 [Part 11— Sec. 3 (ii)] 


New Delhi, the 11 th November, 1999 

S. O. 34(13.—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that is necessary in the public interest that tor the transport of natural 
gas in the State of Gujarat from llazira in District Surat to Dahej in 
District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian Petrochemi¬ 
cals Corporation Limited. 

And. whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose oflaving the said pipelines, ilisnecessary to acquire 
the right of user m the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed to be laid and which are described in the schedule an¬ 
nexed to this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 1962), 
the Central Government hereby declares its intention to acquire 
the right of user therein; 

An>’ person interested in the land described in the said sched¬ 
ule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the copies 
ot Uie notilication us published in the Gazette of India are made 
available to the general public, object in writing to the acquisition 
of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the competent authority, Indian Petrochemicals Corporation 
Limited. Block No. 1/3, "KAVER1 FLATS”, Sherpura-Dahej By 
Pass Kond. Bhanich-392001, Gujarat. 

SCHEDULE 


1'aluka; Vugni 

Distt: Bhantch 

State: 

Gujarat Area 

Name of Village 

Survey/Sub Division 

Hectare 

Are Ccntiare 


or Block No 




(1) 

(2) 

(fa 

(4) 

(5) 

Kolivad 

l/A-Purt 

01 

17 

i$() 


l/A-Parl 

00 

34 

80 


Nala 

00 

01 

60 


74-Part 

00 

15 

26 


77/B-Part 

00 

20 

80 


90/B-Part 

00 

48 

77 


9()/A-Part 

00 

00 

73 


Koliyad-Atali Road 

00 

04 

16 


212-Part 

00 

39 

85 


215-Part 

00 

00 

03 


214-Part 

00 

17 

20 


214-Part 

00 

23 

62 


214-Part 

00 

15 

80 


226-Part 

00 

02 

03 


227-Part 

00 

25 

14 


229-Part 

01 

28 

55 


177-Part 

00 

24 

30 


175-Part 

00 

00 

45 


174-Pan 

00 

74 

05 


173-Part 

00 

-19 

66 


172-B-Part 

00 

28 

60 


172-B-rart 

00 

00 

25 


171-Part 

O0 

11 

33 


Venguni-Atali Road 

00 

04 

00 


170-Purl 

no 

21 

60 


1 o9-Part 

00 

35 

60 


[F. No. L-14014/11/99-GP (Vol V)] 
,9. K SINGH. Under Secy 


^ ffa-vfl, 11 1999 

■*>T. 3TT. 3404.—4,-U-M TTUUK fat MF Rifat faflT $ far 
ctfarffaTRR? atiqtWib t far Juki 7TO fa tfafqi Tjm fa Ffafar fa 
fatw fa Ffajf tht tn^rfaqr fal fa qfaoifH fa ffafa 
«nKHl\tnn (cuffa^-S URT ffasrut rsflfa) 

fafa fa-3ffa 777^317 fa) 7(771 yulo rfai % far 
fasfa fa yqlvjw fa 'jfa fa farafa ^ri ffawj 

^TT% -5TRTRI t #7 T7I 3Tffa7£tmT fa apjTjfat fa fahfa ijjffa 

fa" -sifafa RiTTIT %; 

m: 3P4, ^h<fa TR«hR fafRTfafaat ''llfahll^ (fafafa 

euMl'l fa 37ftl4iR R7 Sprfa) afafaffapi, 1962 (1962 Ril 50) fal rilTI 
3 fat iJRriTTI (1) sm MSti TTffafal ’5BI ifafa =tv<0 t^tt uqq'iq zpj 
3-tfri°nK 3ifhq otifa fa tH H-t -37T7m fat faqny| enrol %; 

ar^fat fa fa% fa fr.tt-ic; fafa rmfor, Tpsm fa 

RMI RTilffatTTB sfafarj^TTfat RfafTT BIMI7 y l 'tHfll fat ohci«4TT7T 
fau hid fat diflo fa L+hl 11 ifa-i fa faltH, F77fa <i h fa 7 1 fa 3rfk(5riK 
fa arfaiRT 'jfafa Ri^RviT^r ftraifa faTfawfa -anfaq rciRad ^mfa 
TTOm Rrffacnir], ?rS'-H fafafaffaTTFri q-iKuTfain ffaffafaF, tsfalfa fa. 
1/3, "RTlfafa TfaTTT”, faT^TI-fariJT RPTqiTT fas', M7SV7-392001, 
TpRRT fat-SR Ufaru I 


31^ 

TTTFpbT (wfafar) ; ¥RI ffaNT : 'TT 5 ^ TFR : ’jRTTRl fat! 


■faT^IRTR 

TTfam fa. 

•iMtafa MT 

rRTRT 



fafatsiR 

0 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

+V1WI 

77177 fa^ 

00 

02 

50 


Frfa 

00 

02 

00 


74J-MP7 

00 

40 ’ 

80 


744-MFT 

0(1 

11 

40 


745-BFT 

00 

09 

40- 


748-RFI 

01 ) 

27 

80 


749- Mm 

00 

31 

70 


■$5"t 

00 

01 

70 


750-Mm 

110 

31 

85 


626-MTM 

00 

31 

60 


625-MF1 

00 

52 

60 


624-MFT 

00 

20 

.30 


622-MF7 

(10 

1)8 

40 


621-M1M 

no 

12 

.30 


nOO-MTM 

00 

19 

80 


599-37 MFT 

01 

37 

40 


599-^ Mm 

00 

07 

90 
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[MF1 11—7^5 3 (ii)] 

MT77T MT1 

: wmt 

(1) (2) 

(3)“" 

’"w 

(5) 

(fllfl) 598-Mm 

00 

15 

70 

593-MFT 

00 

17 

40 

595-MFT 

00 

19 

66 


00 

04 

45 

586-mft 

00 

37 

95 

701-MFT 

00 

06 

46 

I-M1M 

00 

08 

70 

i-Mm 

00 

30 

00 

I-MF1 

00 

12 

70 

i-vm 

00 

20 

52 

1-MFT 

00 

01 

28 

l-Mm 

00 

09 

40 

M^l ‘tbetlUffl-dlflMl 

00 

05 

80 





43-Mm 

00 

34 

54 

44-’*TT T T 

00 

06 

16 

49-33, tn-vm 

00 

14 

30 

60-HFI 

00 

20 

60 

6i-vm 

00 

28 

50 


00 

02 

90 

85-Nm 

00 

31 

89 

■neii 

00 

02 

60 

87-Nm 

00 

01 

29 

74-MF1 

00 

09 

29 

74-MFT 

00 

06 

84 

74-MF1 

00 

58 

40 

74-MF1 

00 

21 

40 

74-MFT 

00 

22 

50 

74-MFT 

00 

22 

20 

74-Mm 

00 

06 

60 

74-MFT 

00 

08 

24 

74-MFT 

00 

08 

70 

74-MF1 

00 

42 

10 


00 

13 

80 

1333 TT77TT 




93-MFT 

00 

18 

00 

94-'Mm 

00 

12 

40 

95-MFT 

00 

1 3 

24 

ilt-mft 

00 

06 

92 


1999/311151'-Wl 6, 1921 


O) (2) (3) (4) (5) 


tbMICtl—(Jllfl) 113-MFT 

00 

14 

88 

1 13-MFT 

00 

01 

50 

1 13-MFT 

00 

04 

10 

113-MFT 

00 

02 

85 

113-MF1 

00 

03 

20 

1 13-MFT 

00 

04 

10 

113-MFT 

00 

04 

10 

1 13-MFT 

00 

03 

10 

113-MFT 

00 

06 

10 

1 13-MFT 

00 

22 

95 

118-MTM 

00 

00 

76 

127-MFT 

. 00 

02 

24 

127-MFT 

0(1 

09 

39 

127-MFT 

00 

01 

74 

127-MFT 

00 

04 

95 

138-MFT 

00 

15 

80 

136/31-mo 

00 

29 

80 

132-MFT 

00 

15 

00 

Mnt75tmt 

00 

12 

20 

[mi. M. T^T.- 

0 

ON 

0 

X — 

-#.4 (MF1-V)] 

/y-flfh ■tjiMH f7%, amr TrfMF 
New Delhi, the 11th November, 1999 

S.O. 3404. - Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that is necessary in the public interest that for the transport of Natu- 
lal gas in the State of Gujarat from Hozira in District Surat to Dahej 
in District Bharuch, pipelines should be laid by the Indian Petro¬ 
chemicals Corporation Limited. 

And, whereas, it appears to the Central Government that for 
the purpose of laying the said pipelines, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the land under which the said pipelines are 
proposed 10 be laid and which are described in the schedule an- 


noxcd lo this notification; 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962, (50 of 
1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to 
acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person interested in the land described in the said 
schedule may within twenty-one days from the date on which the 
copies of the notification as published in the Gazette of India arc 
made available to the general public. ob|cct in writing to the 
acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the pipelines 
under the land to the Competent Authority, Indiun Petrochemicals 
Corporation Limited, Block No 1/3, “KAVLRI FLATS”, Shcrpura- 
l)nhc| By Pass Road, Bharuch-392001, Gujarat 
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[PaKi II 

—Stc 

3 (ii)J 


SCHEDULE 




O) (2) 

' (3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Taluka : Vugra 

Dlstt: Bharuch 

State : 

Gujarat Area 





. __ 





Kaladara-(Contd ) 85-Part 

00 

31 

89 

Name of Village 

Survcy/Sub-Division 

Hectare 

Arc 

Centime 

Nalla 

00 

02 

60 


or Block No 













87-Part 

00 

01 

29 

(1) 

(2) 

0) 

t4) 

(5) 










74-Part 

00 

09 

29 

Kaladara 

Grass Patch 

00 

02 

50 

74-Part 

00 

06 

84 


Carl Track 

(It) 

02 

00 

74-Part 

00 

58 

40 


743-Bart 

00 

40 

80 

74-Part 

00 

21 

40 


744-1’art 

00 

11 

40 

74-Purl 

00 

22 

50 


745-Parl 

00 

09 

40 

74-Part 

00 

22 

20 


748-Part 

00 

27 

80 

74-Part 

00 

06 

60 


749-Part 

00 

31 

70 

74-Part 

00 

08 

24 


Drain 

00 

(11 

70 

74-Part 

00 

08 

70 


750-Part 

(It) 

31 

85 

74-Part 

00 

42 

10 


626-Part 

00 

31 

60 

Kaladara-Hhcnsali 





625-Part 

00 

52 

60 

WBM Road 

00 

13 

80 


624-Part 

00 

20 

30 

93-Part 

00 

18 

00 


622-Part 

00 

08 

90 

94-Part 

00 

12 

40 


621-Part 

00 

12 

30 

95-Part 

00 

13 

24 


600-Part 

00 

19 

80 

113-Part 

00 

06 

92 


599-A Part 

00 

37 

40 

113-Pait 

00 

14 

88 


599-B Part 

00 

07 

90 

1 13-Part 

00 

01 

50 


598-Part 

00 

15 

70 

1 13-Part 

00 

1)4 

10 


593-Part 

00 

17 

40 

113-Part 

00 

02 

85 


595-Part 

00 

19 

66 

113-Part 

00 

03 

20 


Cart Track 

00 

04 

45 

113-Part 

00 

04 

10 


586 Part 

00 

37 

95 

1 13-Part 

00 

04 

10 


701-Part 

00 

06 

46 

1 13-Part 

00 

03 

10 


1 -Part 

00 

08 

70 

113-Part 

00 

06 

10 


I-Part 

00 

30 

00 

113-Part 

00 

22 

95 


1 -Part 

00 

12 

70 

1 1 R-Part 

00 

00 

76 


1 -Part 

00 

20 

52 

127-Part 

00 

02 

24 


1 -Part 

00 

01 

28 

127-Part 

00 

09 

39 


l-Parl 

00 

09 

40 

127-Part 

(It) 

01 

.74 


Nava Kaladara Alalt 00 

05 

80 

127-Part 

00 

04 

95 


WBM Road 




138-Part 

00 

15 

80 


43-Part 

00 

34 

54 

136/A-Part 

.00 

29 

80 


44-Part 

00 

06 

16 

132-Part 

00 

15 

00 


49-A/B-l J art 

00 

14 

30 

Bhukhi Khadi 

00 

12 

20 

— - t- — __ 


60-Part 

01 

20 

60 










[F No L 

-14014/1 1/99-OP (Vol V)1 


6 1 -Part 

0(1 

28 

50 











S K, SINGH 

. Under Scev 


Cart Track 

00 

02 

90 








[WTII—ft? 3 (ii)] 
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ft M, 22 1999 
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^T. 3TT. 3405.—ftftft 3Wl7 ft 33 3 C?l Cl ftc3 t fft d'lTftcl ^ 3F t 

fft ftc J ,7 Tftc, vJt^ftlfc fftylRH ftr ft7 Tfsftft ftdd ft ft*d 7T33 $ "HKcl ft$(d33 
07 1 73)^13 fcftfts ft ' $WHI3q 3ftfl3 3 5733T33 OTFH ft clPftHl^ft 37777 3373fftl?3 

ft fcrq ftgft?: ft.fttft. fftftft? 1 sttt 3t?3ht? 3 fawft ftift i 

ajfaftft Wl^ falft ft Wft3R ft fcTXJ ITT 3Tft^HT ft ^3135 3Fj7jft 3 

ctftfa ^ A wfpT cfTT ftftjTR ftftcT 3773T 3337337 ^1 

THcf: 3R. ftftft 7T7337, ^tfcT33 ft? 73fft3 3T$3cn53 (^ ft 7337ftT ft ftftTR 
33 Slftt) ft£ft33, 1962 (1962 ft 50) ft ETT7T 3 ft 7133171 (l) 3T7T 33«T ftcfcftr 33 3313 
37ft §3. 37ft 3333ft 33 ftft37 3lftft 37ft ft 3Tft 3TI7T3 ft ftw 377ft 11 

3T3: 333 3T^qft ft 3f% *jfft ft fift3g ft^ cftft 7T3P43 ft 33T 337lf^TcT ?7T 
ftft7J33T ft 3fcT3T TTRcTI ~ft 733eTCI 377T 3ft ft cflftTU ft ?3ft3 fft ft fttcT7 ViMftl 
ft ft?T37I7 ft wft 3Tftftft 3l"$3dl$H ftwft ft Tftft ft OTfft fftfftm 7^ ft ft 3. ft ftTT. 

7KT3 3Tft3)ft ftft3, 35ft*3<£7, 37777 7T?3cTT?3 MRftuHI ftlcviR VIMl. ft33. ftccJ7 ft?. 
ftftR, 18. ftTcT 7T33, fft—682 018 ft 377 7fft37 I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; NOVEMBER 27, 1999/AGRAH AYANA 6, 1921 [Part II -Sec. 3 (ii)] 


_ 3 * 5 ^ _ 

UZK - r^lTil - 

- gTT^T^T- 


am (rTipm) 




snt 


(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(S) 

qTPTTPSR r - 1 10 

0 

51 

00 

(^s^O-36) 12/7 

0 

02 

70 

12/8 

0 

00 

48 

12/9 

0 

03 

91 

12/11 

0 

03 

60 

13/1 

0 

04 

60 

36/3 

0 

17 

28 

39/2 

0 

00 

36 

39/11 

0 

03 

72 

39/10 

0 

03 

00 

39/1 

0 

05 

28 

46/5 

0 

00 

20 

48/4 

0 

03 

60 

48/5 

0 

01 

28 

95/8 

0 

04 

80 

95/9 

0 

00 

22 

103 

0 

36 

63 

104/1 

0 

03 

36 

104/8 

0 

02 

40 

120/19 

0 

08 

40 

120/18 

0 

33 

30 

120/17 

0 

30 

00 

120/16 

0 

12 

00 

120/14 

0 

42 

oo 

120/15 

0 

07 

80 

120/2 

0 

06 

00 

230/1 

0 

02 

40 

230/6 

0 

18 

62 

230/2 

0 

02 

40 

ehMIWTT - 1 303 

0 

07 

20 

^0 - 35) 305 

0 

39 

60 

306 

0 

24 

00 

309/2 

0 

04 

80 


2) 






[MPT II—Ste 3 (ii)] 


TWP : 27, 1999/3TCnrm 6, 1921 


7455 


ill _ W (3) W (5) 


311 

0 

10 

80 

315 

0 

12 

00 

317 

0 

21 

60 

318 

0 

39 

60 

381 

1 

40 

00 

383/4 

0 

07 

80 

384/1 

0 

28 

20 

384/4 

0 

02 

80 

384/2 

0 

12 

35 

385/3 

0 

05 

00 

385/5 

0 

04 

55 

386/3 

0 

13 

20 

386/2 

0 

03 

78 

386/7 

0 

09 

70 

386/4 

0 

01 

00 

387/1 

0 

02 

00 

388/5 

0 

13 

83 

388/2 

0 

12 

20 

389 

0 

02 

75 

392 

0 

02 

60 

393 

0 

02 

58 

401/10 

D 

01 

20 

401/1 

0 

00 

60 

402/2 

0 

02 

25 

402/3 

0 

11 

00 

403/3 

0 

05 

20 

403/6 

0 

00 

55 

408/3 

0 

08 

40 

410 

0 

05 

55 

412/1 

0 

02 

70 

412/2 

0 

03 

10 
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141/7 

0 

00 

60 

158/7 

0 

00 

34 

158/12 

0 

00 

64 

159/6 

0 

02 

13 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

_ (5L 

159/7 

0 

02 

09 

157/56 

0 

00 

25 

157/55 

0 

01 

30 

157/4 

0 

02 

37 

157/5 

0 

00 

53 

157/6 

0 

00 

20 

157/52 

0 

00 

59 

157/2 

0 

00 

24 

157/7 

0 

04 

83 

185 

0 

00 

66 

93/4 

0 

00 

03 

158/1 

0 

03 

80 

158/8 

0 

03 

10 

158/16 

0 

CT 

80 

159/2 

0 

05 

00 

159/9 

0 

00 

80 

189/4 

0 

01 

80 

190/5 

0 

02 

10 

192 

0 

00 

25 

209 

0 

01 

88 

210/4 

0 

00 

54 

213/2 

0 

01 

40 

215/7 

0 

01 

25 

221/2 

0 

01 

30 

224/1,2,3 

0 

10 

96 

228/2 

0 

01 

80 

228/3 

0 

04 

20 

228/10 

0 

06 

35 

228/14 

0 

05 

50 

157/5 

0 

05 

00 

157/6 

0 

03 

00 

157/7 

0 

06 

85 

157/52 

0 

00 

52 

157/56 

0 

00 

16 

157/57 

0 

05 

39 

157/65 

0 

05 

02 


3343 01 / 99—15 
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(i) (2) -. m ... in — csi 


218 

0 

33 

30 

219 

0 

13 

50 

217 

0 

23 

40 

211 

0 

13 

50 

212 

0 

27 

00 

213 

0 

07 

20 

209 

0 

09 

00 

210 

0 

13 

50 


[4 3ttt^l013/12/9B-»h.m-II] 

irfhriprtT, WftWfKf 


Now Delhi, the 32nd November 1999 

a. o. 3405 - Whereas it appears to the central Government that it is necessary 
m the public interest that tor the transport of Motor Spirit, Superior Kerosene OH 
and High Speed Diesel from irimpandm installation of bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Limited, ihmpanam. Cochin in the State Of Kerala to Karur m the 
State of Tamil Nadu, a pipeline should be laid by Petronet C.C.K. Limited; 

And, whereas, for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire 
the right of user in the lands described In the Schedule annexed to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore. In the exerdse of powers conferred by sub section (1) of section 
3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares Its intention to 
acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person. Interested in the lands described In the said Schedule, may within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of the notification, as 
published in the Gazette of India are made available to the general pubMc, 
object In writing to the acquisition of right of user therein or laying of the 
pipeline under the land to Sri. A.T. James, Competent Authority (Kerala), 
Cochln-Colmbetore-Karur Pipeline Project, Golden Plaza Annexe, Chlttoor Road, 
Cochin - 18, Kerala State, Pin - 682 018. 
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SCHEDULE 

STATE : KERALA DISTRICT : PALAKKAD 

TALUK : ALATHUR 


VILLAGE 


SURVEY 

NUMBERS 


AREA (APPROXIMATE) 
HECTARES ARES SQ.MTRS 



1) KANNAMBRA - I 
(BLOCK NO.36) 


10 

0 

51 

00 

12/7 

0 

02 

70 

12/8 

0 

00 

48 

12/9 

0 

. 03 

91 

12/11 

0 

03 

60 

13/1 

0 

04 

60 

36/3 

0 

17 

28 

39/2 

0 

00 

36 

39/11 

0 

03 

72 

39/10 

0 

03 

00 

39/1 

0 

05 

28 

46/5 

0 

00 

20 

48/4 

0 

03 

60 

48/5 

0 

01 

28 

95/8 

0 

04 

80 

95/9 

0 

00 

22 

103 

0 

36 

63 

104/1 

0 

03 

36 

104/8 

0 

02 

40 

120/19 

0 

08 

40 

120/18 

0 

33 

30 

120/17 

0 

30 

00 

120/16 

0 

12 

00 

120/14 

0 

42 

00 

120/15 

0 

07 

80 

120/2 

0 

06 

00 

230/1 

0 

02 

40 

230/6 

0 

18 

62 

230/2 

0 

02 

40 


303 

0 

07 

20 

305 

0 

39 

60 

306 

0 

24 

00 

309/2 

0 

04 

80 


2) KANNAMBRA-I 
(BLOCK NO. 35) 
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311 

0 

10 

80 

315 

0 

12 

00 

317 

0 

21 

60 

318 

0 

39 

60 

381 

1 

40 

00 

383/4 

0 

07 

80 

384/1 

0 

28 

20 

384/4 

0 

02 

80 

384/2 

0 

12 

35 

385/3 

0 

05 

00 

385/5 

0 

04 

55 

386/3 

0 

13 

20 

386/2 

0 

03 

78 

386/7 

0 

09 

70 

386/4 

0 

01 

00 

387/1 

0 

02 

00 

388/5 

0 

13 

83 

388/2 

0 

12 

20 

389 

0 

02 

75 

392 

0 

02 

60 

393 

0 

02 

58 

401/10 

0 

01 

20 

401/1 

0 

00 

60 

402/2 

0 

02 

25 

402/3 

0 

11 

00 

403/3 

0 

05 

20 

403/6 

0 

00 

55 

408/3 

0 

08 

40 

410 

0 

05 

55 

412/1 

0 

02 

70 

412/2 

0 

03 

10 

412/5 

0 

01 

15 

412/6 

0 

01 

95 

413/2 

0 

05 

13 

413/8 

0 

00 

68 

415/1 

0 

01 

00 

415/2 

0 

01 

60 

415/3 

0 

00 

35 

439 

0 

01 

00 

444/1 

0 

04 

20 

444/2 

0 

06 

00 
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ill 


Jt2i. 


ill 


ill 


3) VADAKKANCHERY - II 
(BLOCK NO.44) 


444/5 

0 

03 

60 

445/1 

0 

03 

60 

445/2 

0 

04 

80 

5/3 

0 

03 

60 

7 

0 

03 

60 

8 

0 

01 

58 

9/1 

0 

03 

00 

9/3 

0 

07 

16 

10/1 

0 

03 

72 

10/2 

0 

02 

46 

10/3 

0 

01 

35 

10/4 

0 

00 

25 

11/2 

0 

15 

90 

11/4 

0 

08 

20 

11/3 

0 

00 

80 

12/3 

0 

02 

37 

19 

0 

00 

32 

20 

0 

03 

35 

21/7 

0 

04 

51 

21/3 

0 

05 

00 

21/10 

0 

02 

17 

21/9 

0 

00 

33 

21/8 

0 

00 

45 

23/1 

0 

03 

10 

23/2 

0 

02 

40 

23/3 

0 

02 

20 

23/6 

0 

02 

33 

23/12 

0 

00 

17 

27/1 

0 

01 

80 

27/2 

0 

00 

58 

27/4 

0 

03 

12 

27/7 

0 

07 

20 

41/7 

0 

02 

60 

41/8 

0 

03 

60 

41/12 

0 

04 

80 

40/13 

0 

30 

85 

39/1 

0 

03 

45 

39/2 

0 

08 

00 

39/4 

0 

03 

miCiifli 
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U) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

39/6 

0 

04 

10 

39/8 

0 

16 

05 

38/1 

0 

02 

10 

38/2 

0 

02 

65 

45/1 

0 

15 

00 

45/7 

0 

01 

55 

45/10 

0 

01 

98 

45/8 

0 

03 

78 

44/4 

0 

02 

60 

44/11 

0 

05 

00 

44/12 

0 

03 

20 

44/3 

0 

03 

60 

47/7 

0 

06 

75 

47/4 

0 

19 

80 

54/1 

0 

04 

10 

54/2 

0 

08 

00 

54/3 

0 

02 

60 

54/11 

0 

01 

35 

54/12 

0 

06 

00 

54/4 

0 

02 

60 

392/1 

0 

03 

09 

392/8 

0 

00 

58 

393/2 

0 

09 

57 

393/5 

0 

00 

78 

393/3 

0 

02 

60 

393/4 

0 

05 

26 

VADAKKANCHERY - II 19/11 

0 

01 

00 

(BLOCK NO.46) 19/16 

0 

02 

15 

19/12 

0 

01 

50 

19/13 

0 

01 

22 

19/5 

0 

00 

23 

19/3 

0 

01 

55 

26 

0 

19 

20 

30/8 

0 

08 

70 

30/9 

0 

01 

80 

30/6 

0 

04 

45 

30/10 

0 

00 

85 

31/1 

0 

03 

12 

31/2 

0 

02 

41 
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34/2 

0 

04 

75 

34/1 

0 

01 

55 

34/10 

0 

01 

50 

34/4 

0 

09 

90 

34/6 

0 

02 

63 

34/14 

0 

00 

38 

34/7 

0 

00 

61 

36/2 

0 

13 

90 

37/3 

0 

01 

35 

37/4 

0 

03 

15 

37/7 

0 

01 

35 

37/8 

0 

06 

35 

37/9 

0 

03 

80 

38/1 

0 

02 

80 

38/2 

0 

01 

80 

38/3 

0 

03 

90 

38/4 

0 

04 

20 

38/5 

0 

03 

00 

41/1 

gyii 

01 

00 

42/1 


01 

40 

53/1 

0 

05 

75 

53/2 

0 

10 

83 

53/3 

0 

03 

95 

139/4 

0 

01 

35 

139/5 

0 

02 

50 

139/2 

0 

02 

50 

139/3 

0 

22 

80 

140/1 

0 

05 

85 

140/2 

0 

05 

66 

141/1 

0 

15 

58 

141/2 

0 

01 

15 

141/3 


11 

44 

142/7 

0 

07 

80 

142/3 

0 

03 

30 

142/4 

0 

02 

00 

143/4 



35 

143/6 


00 

07 

145/6 

0 

04 

80 

147/6 

0 

05 

70 

148/1 

0 

11 

12 

-J5SQ_ 

0 

03 

60 





















['4FT II--73T 3 (ii)] 


'‘TR3T TF3m : W^TT 27, 1999/HWPPiT 6, 1921 


7405 


_ m _ 

6) VADAKKANCHERY- I 
(BLOCK NO.44) 


( 2 )_ __ 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) . 

( 5 ) 

80/11 

0 

03 

40 

80/2 

0 

02 

80 

80/13 

0 

02 

77 

80/16 

0 

01 

20 

80/15 

0 

00 

60 

81/3 

0 

00 

56 

81/4 

0 

00 

60 

81/9 

0 

00 

35 

82/8 

0 

00 

25 

82/18 

0 

01 

90 

82/19 

0 

01 

90 

82/15 

0 

05 

72 

82/7 

0 

08 

60 

82/4 

0 

04 

35 

82/14 

0 

02 

70 

82/12 

0 

01 

35 

84 

0 

02 

60 

85/1 

0 

08 

75 

85/2 

0 

12 

60 

85/4 

0 

03 

19 

86/9 

0 

00 

95 

87/5 

0 

02 

36 

88 

0 

00 

20 

104 

0 

01 

00 

106/11 

0 

03 

40 

107/5 

0 

03 

45 

107/6 

0 

01 

45 

107/7 

0 

03 

10 

107/8 

0 

06 

95 

108/2 

0 

08 

35 

108/5 

0 

00 

60 

109/1 

0 

01 

80 

109/2 

0 

05 

42 

110/2 

0 

01 

45 

110/10 

0 

00 

45 

111/1 

0 

00 

40 

111/2 

0 

02 

10 

111/4 

0 

04 

20 

111/5 

0 

03 

85 

111/6 

0 

01 

90 


.1143 UI/99—16 
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7) VADAKKANCHERY- I 
(BLOCK NO.34) 


8) KAVASSERY - II 
(BLOCK NO.30) 


111/8 

0 

01 

70 

111/9 

0 

00 

36 

668/1 

0 

11 

95 

669/6 

0 

04 

50 

669/11 

0 

01 

34 

669/7 

0 

13 

38 

670/6 

0 

08 

49 

670/7 

0 

03 

85 

670/9 

0 

00 

10 

677/3 

0 

00 

30 

676 

0 

03 

39 

436/4 

0 

14 

40 

436/3 

0 

01 

35 

437/2 

0 

06 

00 

437/3 

0 

07 

20 

437/4 

0 

08 

40 

458/23 

.0 

36 

00 

458/22 

0 

01 

35 

671/7 

0 

07 

20 

671/2 

0 

09 

60 

671/5 

0 

02 

40 

674 

0 

04 

80 

676/1 

0 

14 

40 

675 

0 

04 

80 

673/1 

0 

13 

20 

673/2 

0 

09 

60 

673/3 

0 

00 

95 

672/1 

0 

01 

35 

672/2 

0 

13 

20 

666/4 

0 

36 

00 

677/1 

0 

07 

20 

677/2 

0 

10 

80 

435/9 

0 

01 

35 

435/12 

0 

22 

80 

435/13 

0 

02 

10 

438/7 

0 

01 

35 

438/4 

0 

07 

20 
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190/2 

0 

02 

60 

168/4 

0 

10 

30 

168/5 

0 

13 

78 

191/2 

0 

18 

50 

195 

0 

03 

15 

196/1 

0 

03 

60 

196/4 

0 

02 

85 

196/5 

0 

01 

30 

197/1 

0 

03 

00 

197/3 

0 

00 

55 

197/7 

0 

10 

05 

197/8 

0 

00 

50 

198/3 

0 

02 

60 

198/4 

0 

02 

60 

198/5 

0 

02 

60 

198/6 

0 

02 

00 

202/1 

0 

01 

05 

202/2 

0 

01 

20 

202/4 

0 

00 

35 

202/6 

0 

03 

24 

202/7 

0 

01 

35 

236/3 

0 

30 

52 

237/1 

0 

02 

60 

237/2 

0 

03 

55 

237/5 

0 

02 

57 

240/3 

0 

01 

13 

240/4 

0 

00 

60 

240/6 

0 

01 

00 

240/5 

0 

02 

40 

239/3 

0 

02 

50 

239/4 

0 

06 

98 

239/5 

0 

01 

16 

239/6 

0 

01 

35 

239/7 

0 

02 

85 

239/8 

0 

04 

80 

241/8 

0 

00 

40 

241/9 

0 

00 

95 

241/13 

0 

00 

60 

241/10 

0 

01 

85 

242/1 

0 

00 

45 


0 

01 

05 
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ill 


10) KAVASSERY - I 
(BLOCK NO.29) 


ill _ ill _ HI (5) 


249/4 

0 

00 

50 

272/3 

0 

01 

95 

428/5 

0 

17 

85 

428/1 

0 

01 

55 

325/6 

0 

40 

56 

325/8 

0 

00 

30 

365/1 

0 

02 

00 

365/2 

0 

24 

50 

365/3 

0 

09 

60 

365/4 

0 

01 

00 

366/2 

0 

24 

00 

367/3 

0 

09 

70 

367/2 

0 

02 

40 

367/5 

0 

01 

70 

367/1 

0 

00 

20 

369/3 

0 

22 

20 

370/1 

0 

01 

40 

375 

0 

02 

80 

377 

0 

07 

16 

378/2 

0 

02 

70 

379/1 

0 

03 

00 

379/3 

0 

00 

80 

380/1 

0 

02 

50 

380/2 

0 

02 

50 

419/1 

0 

00 

70 

427/1 

0 

00 

50 

427/2 

0 

00 

74 

427/5 

0 

20 

00 

428 

0 

80 

04 

429/1 

0 

06 

00 

429/2 

0 

03 

40 

437/1 

0 

08 

50 

437/4 

Q 

00 

32 

437/2 

0 

08 

20 

437/3 

Q 

01 

40 

509/2 

Q 

04 

3Q 

509/8 

0 

01 

37 

509/9 

0 

01 

40 

509/6 

0 

00 

26 

511/6 

Q 

01 

00 








7500 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 27. I9Q0/AGRAHAYANA 6, 1021 [Part II— Sec. 3 (ii)] 
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511/7 

0 

03 

60 

511/8 

0 

04 

15 

512/1 

0 

00 

35 

513/1 

0 

02 

60 

513/2 

0 

21 

30 

513/4 

0 

10 

20 

513/5 

0 

03 

00 

513/6 

0 

00 

20 

514/6 

0 

04 

10 

515/6 

0 

01 

50 

515/7 

0 

07 

70 

527/2 

0 

23 

15 

527/3 

0 

02 

00 

529 

0 

06 

00 

532 

0 

06 

00 

530 

0 

02 

40 

531 

0 

03 

60 

540/1 

0 

01 

50 

540/2 

0 

02 

10 

540/3 

0 

01 

30 

541/2 

0 

06 

60 

541/3 

0 

05 

50 

542/2 

0 

07 

40 

542/5 

0 

00 

40 

543/1 

0 

02 

40 

569/1 

0 

01 

00 

569/4 

0 

09 

90 

569/6 

0 

03 

60 

569/7 

0 

01 

40 

573/1 

0 

07 

6Q 

574/1 

Q 

H 

90 

574/3 

0 

01 

50 

574/2 

0 

02 

50 

574/4 

0 

01 

50 

575/7 

0 

09 

80 

575/3 

0 

01 

00 

575/6 

0 

04 

00 

576 

0 

Q3 

00 
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11) ALAtHUR 

(BLOCK NO.28) 


80/2 

0 

00 

47 

80/3 

0 

02 

24 

80/8 

0 

00 

71 

80/9 

0 

02 

68 

81/4 

0 

00 

35 

92/3 

0 

00 

18 

93/3 

0 

00 

10 

93/4 

0 

00 

03 

93/6 

0 

03 

08 

95/3 

0 

00 

29 

95/5 

0 

00 

35 

97/1 

0 

00 

99 

97/2 

0 

00 

48 

97/3 

0 

00 

05 

97/6 

0 

00 

32 

98/1 

0 

00 

73 

105/1 

0 

01 

58 

150/7 

0 

00 

60 

150/8 

0 

00 

72 

150/9 

0 

05 

75 

151/6 

0 

00 

78 

190/1 

0 

03 

65 

190/2 

0 

07 

00 

191/6 

0 

05 

60 

191/7 

0 

04 

00 

191/8 

0 

04 

05 

191/1 

0 

08 

50 

192/1 

0 

05 

50 

192/3 

0 

05 

80 

192/5 

0 

09 

00 

192/8 

0 

00 

40 

193/6 

0 

09 

00 

193/8 

0 

04 

90 

193/9 

0 

05 

95 

194/1 

0 

09 

20 

147/1 

0 

08 

50 

147/5 

0 

00 

10 

144/1 

0 

01 

00 

144/3 

0 

06 

35 
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ill _ (2) (3) (4) (5) 


12) ERIMAYUR 

(BLOCK NO.21) 


13) KOZHALMANNAM - I 
(BLOCK NO. 16) 


56/1 

0 

20 

27 

76/16 

0 

00 

22 

76/17 

0 

01 

60 

76/18 

0 

01 

14 

76/19 

0 

00 

45 

76/20 

0 

00 

33 

77/1 

0 

03 

11 

80/1 

0 

00 

06 

80/9 

0 

00 

57 

81/3 

0 

00 

24 

82/10 

0 

01 

27 

82/16 

0 

01 

19 

82/17 

0 

01 

09 

83/15 

0 

01 

36 

116/4 

0 

00 

48 

116/5 

0 

05 

53 

118/1 

0 

03 

32 

124/7 

0 

00 

61 

126/2 

0 

16 

52 

216/2 

0 

01 

21 

216/7 

0 

02 

13 

56?'1 

0 

06 

30 

563/5 

0 

00 

50 

430/1 

0 

02 

35 

430/7 

0 

00 

15 

430/9 

0 

00 

10 

425/13 

0 

00 

87 

424/2 

0 

00 

10 

424/3 

0 

69 

00 

422/2 

0 

00 

85 

417/6 

0 

06 

25 

417/7 

0 

00 

65 

180/1 

0 

01 

00 

180/3 

0 

01 

80 

180/12 

0 

02 

80 

180/2 

0 

01 

50 

180/4 

0 

00 

60 

181/2 

0 

16 

10 




[’IFT II—#5 3 (ii)] 


W^T TT>m : W5TC27, 1999/3^^6, 1921 


7503 


m _ in _ m _ w ( 5 ) 


181/1 

0 

01 

57 

181/9 

0 

00 

75 

181/10 

0 

00 

65 

181/3 

0 

00 

65 

181/4 

0 

01 

30 

173/7 

0 

00 

40 

172/2 

0 

02 

75 

172/3 

0 

02 

50 

172/4 

0 

02 

60 

172/13 

0 

13 

10 

172/14 

0 

05 

75 

172/15 

0 

06 

15 

172/16 

0 

01 

85 

171/1 

0 

01 

30 

171/2 

0 

02 

50 

171/10 

0 

10 

80 

170/7 

0 

03 

55 

170/8 

0 

00 

40 

170/13 

0 

00 

50 

150/8 

0 

01 

00 

150/7 

0 

07 

20 

148/5 

0 

12 

00 

148/9 

0 

00 

10 

148/8 

0 

08 

00 

148/7 

0 

01 

00 

566/1 

0 

02 

75 

566/5 

0 

01 

00 

566/6 

0 

12 

00 

566/8 

0 

01 

80 

566/9 

0 

00 

90 

566/10 

0 

12 

00 

566/11 

0 

03 

95 

566/12 

0 

02 

60 

566/13 

0 

00 

02 

566/15 

0 

05 

00 

566/16 

0 

06 

00 

566/18 

0 

04 

80 

566/19 

0 

03 

80 

182/5 

0 

03 

95 

182/6 

0 

00 

29 

188/2 

0 

00 

25 


3345 01/99—17 
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14) KOZHALMANNAM -I 
(BLOCK NO. 17) 


188/3 

0 

00 

17 

191/4 

0 

00 

50 

191/6 

0 

00 

07 

191/7 

0 

00 

77 

408/1 

0 

00 

42 

408/2 

0 

00 

28 

409/4 

0 

00 

24 

409/5 

0 

00 

07 

409/6 

0 

00 

71 

96 

0 

00 

20 

375/1 

0 

02 

00 

349/2 

0 

01 

75 

349/4 

0 

02 

35 

349/5 

0 

01 

40 

341/3 

0 

01 

00 

341/4 

0 

03 

00 

341/2 

0 

01 

00 

338/7 

0 

01 

45 

338/9 

0 

03 

80 

338/11 

0 

03 

25 

338/12 

0 

07 

10 

338/15 

0 

02 

10 

337/5 

0 

02 

-21 

337/6 

0 

01 

70 

337/8 

0 

01 

16 

337/9 

0 

01 

70 

337/10 

0 

00 

55 

348/3 

0 

01 

03 

348/6 

0 

03 

57 

342/2 

0 

01 

45 

342/4 

0 

23 

50 

342/5 

0 

03 

60 

342/9 

0 

01 

50 

295/5 

0 

00 

45 

295/6 

0 

02 

90 

295/7 

0 

02 

00 

295/8 

0 

01 

65 

295/9 

0 

03 

10 



Cim ii —.1 <ii)] 


TO TKT TRTT7 : TOWTC 27, 1999/^USW'l 6. 1921 


750*5 


ill _ (2) (3) (4) (5) 


292/1 

0 

00 

35 

292/2 

0 

00 

15 

292/3 

0 

01 

20 

292/4 

0 

02 

50 

292/7 

0 

10 

20 

292/8 

0 

04 

65 

292/10 

0 

01 

45 

288/4 

0 

02 

00 

288/7 

0 

03 

24 

288/9 

0 

01 

00 

291/1 

0 

03 

30 

291/3 

0 

00 

80 

291/6 

0 

00 

60 

289/1 

0 

03 

35 

362/1 

0 

03 

90 

362/2 

0 

02 

34 

362/3 

0 

01 

50 

362/5 

0 

00 

65 

363 

0 

02 

95 

361 

0 

03 

20 

360/2 

0 

01 

15 

360/6 

0 

03 

22 

360/7 

0 

00 

65 

360/11 

0 

01 

25 

357/16 

0 

00 

65 

357/19 

0 

00 

25 

369/3 

0 

00 

45 

369/9 

0 

00 

86 

369/4 

0 

01 

13 

369/7 

0 

00 

60 

369/6 

0 

00 

51 

359/3 

0 

00 

84 

359/5 

0 

03 

68 

359/6 

0 

00 

17 

359/9 

0 

00 

45 

359/10 

0 

01 

70 

161/1 

0 

00 

75 

287/1 

0 

06 

10 

287/3 

0 

03 

95 

192/2 

0 

01 

50 


15) KOZHALMANNAM - II 
(BLOCK NO. 17) 
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192/3 

192/4 

192/6 

192/12 

191 

187/1 

187/2 

187/3 

187/4 

187/5 

187/8 

187/9 

179/1 

179/2 

179/3 

179/4 

179/6 

188/7 

188/9 

188/10 

160/1 

160/6 

159/3 

159/4 

159/5 

159/6 

159/8 

159/9 

157/1 

157/2 

156/6 

156/4 

155/6 

155/8 

152/1 

152/2 

152/3 

139/2 

139/3 
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138/1 

0 

01 

20 


138/2 

0 

06 

32 


136/7 

0 

02 

60 

16) KOZHALMANNAM - II 

383 

0 

32 

75 

(BLOCK NO.15) 

382 

0 

00 

65 


384/1 

0 

03 

32 


390/1 

0 

00 

95 


391/1 

0 

02 

20 


391/3 

0 

02 

90 


392/1 

0 

02 

60 


392/2 

0 

04 

78 


392/3 

0 

02 

12 


392/5 

0 

00 

85 


392/6 

0 

02 

24 


393/1 

0 

01 

50 


393/2 

0 

00 

95 


393/3 

0 

03 

75 


393/4 

0 

01 

35 


393/6 

0 

01 

15 


393/7 

0 

02 

39 


393/10 

0 

01 

32 


408/2 

0 

02 

80 


409/1 

0 

00 

84 


409/2 

0 

03 

25 


409/3 

0 

03 

70 


409/4 

0 

00 

40 


409/5 

0 

10 

35 


409/7 

0 

01 

00 


409/6 

0 

00 

85 


409/8 

0 

01 

15 


409/11 

0 

02 

00 

17) THENKURISSY - I 

7/5 

0 

04 

45 

(BLOCK NO. 18) 

7/6 

0 

18 

27 


8/12 

0 

05 

00 


8/13 

0 

03 

50 


9/3 

0 

03 

17 


9/4 

0 

15 

25 


9/5 

0 

09 

65 
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(2) 

(3J _ 

. (4) 

(5) 

10/1 

0 

01 

80 

10/2 

0 

06 

60 

27/1 

0 

05 

20 

27/2 

0 

01 

95 

27/5 

0 

01 

65 

27/6 

0 

04 

04 

29/1 

0 

00 

44 

33/1 

0 

01 

50 

33/2 

0 

04 

92 

33/3 

0 

01 

25 

33/5 

0 

00 

96 

33/6 

0 

00 

73 

30/5 

0 

00 

92 

30/3 

0 

02 

56 

30/7 

0 

00 

85 

30/6 

0 

02 

25 

31 

0 

01 

00 

34/1 

0 

01 

25 

34/2 

0 

01 

16 

34/3 

0 

03 

93 

34/5 

0 

07 

15 

34/6 

0 

01 

25 

34/9 

0 

02 

50 

36/2 

0 

07 

23 

36/3 

0 

06 

07 

36/6 

0 

01 

25 

36/8 

0 

02 

52 

38/7 

0 

01 

22 

38/4 

0 

01 

78 

38/10 

0 

00 

44 

41/9 

0 

03 

70 

39/11 

0 

02 

00 

42/4 

0 

01 

85 

42/5 

0 

00 

57 

42/3 

0 

02 

02 

43/6 

0 

06 

50 

43/9 

0 

01 

72 

413/1 

0 

04 

35 

413/6 

0 

05 

35 

420/15 

0 

02 

50 

414/4 

0 

07 

14 



[MF7 II-73TS3 (ii)] 


*?TOT ^1 TF3m : W3R 27, 1999/3TOTFm 6, 1921 


7509 


m 


18) KANNADI - I 
(BLOCK NO.51) 


(2) (3) (4) (5) 


414/2 

0 

00 

50 

414/1 

0 

01 

35 

421/2 

0 

00 

15 

421/3 

0 

03 

05 

428 

0 

02 

45 

431/1 

0 

00 

55 

431/5 

0 

00 

63 

431/7 

0 

00 

20 

26/3 

0 

01 

48 

TALUK : PALAKKAD 



375/3 

0 

02 

70 

375/4 

0 

00 

40 

375/5 

0 

03 

10 

375/6 

0 

06 

85 

376/1 

0 

02 

05 

376/4 

0 

03 

03 

376/3 

0 

01 

30 

382/1 

0 

00 

91 

379/2 

0 

01 

10 

379/4 

0 

04 

61 

379/5 

0 

03 

03 

379/6 

0 

03 

20 

380/1 

0 

02 

10 

383/3 

0 

01 

00 

383/6 

0 

03 

30 

383/5 

0 

01 

40 

381/4 

0 

03 

16 

381/3 

0 

00 

30 

381/6 

0 

01 

31 

381/8 

0 

01 

00 

381/9 

0 

04 

90 

381/10 

0 

00 

38 

381/11 

0 

02 

97 

381/12 

0 

01 

20 

384 

0 

02 

01 

394/3 

0 

02 

85 

394/4 

0 

01 

90 

394/5 

0 

01 

70 

394/6 

0 

00 

90 


















[Sm 11—-^ 3 (iij] 


•HTOT WT7? : 27, 1999/31OTm 6, 1921 


75)1 


m 


20) KANNADI - II 
(BLOCK NO -50) 


12)_ (3) (4) (5) 


194/1 

0 

02 

05 

194/3 

0 

01 

39 

194/5 

0 

02 

82 

194/6 

0 

02 

60 

194/7 

0 

01 

10 

194/10 

0 

00 

75 

209/5 

0 

23 

40 

228/3 

0 

17 

36 

241 

0 

00 

10 

242/6 

0 

00 

86 

196/1 

0 

02 

74 

196/3 

0 

00 

57 

196/5 

0 

05 

10 

196/7 

0 

01 

25 

196/4 

0 

03 

36 

196/14 

0 

00 

40 

196/9 

0 

01 

25 

196/10 

0 

01 

10 

196/8 

0 

02 

30 

224/4 

0 

03 

88 

224/20 

0 

00 

10 

210/1 

0 

00 

10 

211/7 

0 

05 

34 

211/11 

0 

03 

04 

226/1 

0 

00 

30 

227/5 

0 

00 

50 

227/6 

0 

00 

10 

212/3 

0 

03 

53 

212/5 

0 

10 

43 

212/6 

0 

01 

59 

212/16 

0 

03 

50 

308 

0 

00 

82 

298/6 

0 

01 

25 

299/12 

0 

01 

25 

299/13 

0 

12 

00 

299/14 

0 

07 

60 

420/1 

0 

01 

00 

506/1 

0 

00 

30 

506/2 

0 

01 

01 

506/4 

0 

01 

52 


.1345 GI/99—18 
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| Par r II—Si;C. 3 (ii)] 

























[vm !!—#S3 (il)] 


■hra TPm: w*n: 27 , 1999 /wiFm 6 ,1921 
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487/14 0 

521/5 0 

521/6 0 

414/1 0 

414/4 0 

413/4 0 

413/5 0 

413/6 0 

422/16 0 

305/2 0 

305/3 0 

305/6 0 

309/1 0 

309/5 0 

309/8 0 

309/9 0 

309/10 0 

309/3 0 

21) KODUMBU 206/5 0 

(BLOCK N0.46) 209/2 0 

209/6 0 

211/1 0 

215/4 0 

215/9 0 

216/4 0 

217/1 0 

217/2 0 

217/16 0 

217/18 0 

173/4 0 

173/5 0 

173/7 0 

173/8 0 

173/19 0 

171 0 

402/18 0 

402/25 0 

402/26 0 

401/1 0 
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401/2 

0 

00 

07 

401/3 

0 

04 

37 

401/6 

0 

07 

03 

401/12 

0 

00 

15 

401/13 

0 

00 

89 

397/2 

0 

00 

20 

398/1 

0 

12 

83 

615/3 

0 

04 

10 

615/6 

0 

02 

88 

615/7 

0 

04 

50 

615/8 

0 

03 

42 

615/9 

0 

00 

38 

623/6 

0 

01 

44 

659/1 

0 

00 

87 

659/3 

0 

01 

47 

659/8 

0 

04 

89 

658/5 

0 

07 

40 

660/8 

0 

00 

20 

719/1 

0 

00 

40 

719/10 

0 

01 

76 

718/3 

0 

09 

34 

682/1 

0 

00 

66 

682/4 

0 

02 

38 

681/5 

0 

05 

47 

681/6 

0 

06 

11 

685/1 

0 

02 

91 

685/2 

0 

02 

61 

685/3 

0 

11 

98 

39/5 

0 

10 

29 

39/2 

0 

12 

44 

39/4 

0 

21 

57 

43/1 

0 

05 

22 

43/2 

0 

00 

45 

43/3 

0 

03 

13 

48/1 

0 

05 

75 

48/2 

0 

03 

96 

45/3 

0 

07 

35 

45/4 

0 

10 

35 

46/5 

0 

09 

90 

46/6 

0 

02 

75 


22) KODUMBU 

(BLOCK NO. 47) 






[Mm li—isra 3 (ii)] 


MTTcT ?FT TF5m : W^TT 27, 1999/3TO¥FmT 6, 1921 


ill 


7515 


ill 


23) MARUTHAROAD 
(BLOCK NO.38) 




12 ) 


121 


120/2 

0 

18 

70 

120/5 

0 

01 

10 

119/3 

0 

18 

00 

119/14 

0 

01 

25 

123/3 

0 

02 

45 

123/4 

0 

01 

98 

114/5 

0 

00 

85 

114/6 

0 

01 

85 

114/7 

0 

00 

85 

114/8 

0 

26 

40 

115/15 

0 

00 

35 

115/16 

0 

04 

94 

110/12 

0 

09 

72 

109/2 

0 

02 

50 

109/3 

0 

06 

07 

109/7 

0 

07 

07 

105 

0 

17 

40 

579/2 

0 

12 

59 

585/3 

0 

00 

45 

585/4 

0 

02 

13 

586/3 

0 

02 

48 

586/5 

0 

01 

81 

586/8 

0 

05 

03 

588/1 

0 

04 

73 

588/3 

0 

00 

73 

588/4 

0 

03 

55 

590/1 

0 

04 

80 

179/5 

0 

04 

00 

179/8 

0 

00 

10 

181/2 

0 

00 

20 

181/5 

0 

03 

50 

181/6 

0 

09 

00 

181/9 

0 

00 

20 

182/3 

0 

03 

00 

182/4 

0 

02 

00 

182/5 

0 

01 

50 

183/1 

0 

00 

60 

183/2 

0 

04 

50 


24) ELAPPILLY - I 
(BLOCK NO.40) 
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ill 


25) ELAPILLY - II 
(BLOCK NO.39) 


(2) O) (4) (5) 


178/4 

0 

01 

00 

178/6 

0 

01 

00 

178/10 

0 

01 

00 

481/2 

0 

01 

27 

481/3 

0 

07 

70 

481/4 

0 

00 

57 

481/5 

0 

00 

64 

481/6 

0 

02 

95 

481/9 

0 

01 

30 

481/10 

0 

11 

27 

484/1 

0 

00 

63 

476/7 

0 

05 

03 

476/8 

0 

01 

48 

11/2 

0 

02 

50 

11/9 

0 

00 

46 

11/11 

0 

03 

04 

9/7 

0 

07 

74 

8/2 

0 

03 

21 

8/3 

0 

14 

10 

7/1 

0 

10 

72 

16/1 

0 

06 

99 

16/3 

0 

03 

77 

22/1 

0 

10 

09 

18/3 

0 

01 

12 

20/1 

0 

00 

35 

20/2 

0 

04 

02 

20/3 

0 

11 

23 

20/4 

0 

01 

47 

63/1 

0 

07 

78 

66 

0 

01 

77 

67/1 

0 

04 

60 

69/5 

0 

00 

69 

88/4 

0 

02 

96 

88/5 

0 

05 

55 

87/2 

0 

07 

81 

92/2 

0 

01 

08 

136/2 

0 

03 

23 

136/3 

0 

09 

96 

137/7 

0 

00 

46 
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[Pari II — Sm . 3 (ii)] 


ill _ (2) (3) (4) (5) 


27) PUDUSSERY WEST 
(BLOCK NO.36) 


28) PUDUSSERY CENTRAL 
(BLOCK NO.34) 


134/7 

0 

07 

00 

151/1 

0 

01 

00 

151/2 

0 

00 

70 

152/7 

0 

12 

00 

152/8 

0 

01 

00 

152/9 

0 

06 

00 

167/1 

0 

26 

00 

167/2 

0 

16 

50 

167/3 

0 

01 

00 

168/1 

0 

01 

20 

168/2 

0 

01 

10 

168/3 

0 

00 

32 

169/7 

0 

09 

00 

173/2 

0 

04 

25 

548/1 

0 

03 

65 

552/1 

0 

04 

00 

552/2 

0 

00 

56 

539/8 

0 

05 

72 

539/11 
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New Delhi, the 22nd November. 1999 

s. o. 3406 .— Whereas it appears to the central Government that It is necessary 
In the public Interest that for the transport of Motor Spirit, Superior Kerosene Oil 
and High Speed Diesel from Irimpanam Installation of Bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Limited, Irimpanam, Cochin in the State of Kerala to Karur In the 
State of Tamil Nadu, a pipeline should be laid by Petronet C.C.K. Limited; 

And, whereas, for the purpose of laying such pipeline, It Is necessary to acaulre 
the right of user in the lands described in the Schedule annexed to this 
notification; 

Now, therefore, In the exercise of powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its intention to 
acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the lands described In the said Schedule, may within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of the notification, as 
published in the Gazette of India are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to the acquisition of right of user therein or laying of the 
pipeline under the land to Sri. A.T. James, Competent Authority (Kerala), 
Cochin-Coimbatore-Karur Pipeline Project, Golden Plaza Annexe, Chittoor Road, 
Cochin - 18, Kerala State, Pin - 682 018. 
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SCHEDULE 

STATE : KERALA DISTRICT : ERNAKULAM 
TALUK : KANAYANNUR 


VILLAGE 

SURVEY 

NUMBERS 

AREA 

HECTARES 

(APPROXIMATE) 

ARES SQ.MTRS 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) _ 

(4) 

(5) 

THRIKKAKARA (N) 

26 

0 

01 

50 

(BLOCK NO.6) 

28/1 

0 

02 

44 


28/2 

0 

07 

82 


85/1 

0 

02 

00 


85/4 

0 

04 

94 


85/8 

0 

02 

00 


75 

0 

11 

66 


152/1 

0 

05 

80 


152/2 

0 

03 

50 


152/3 

0 

04 

00 


152/5 

0 

01 

59 


152/10 

0 

03 

00 


153/1 

0 

02 

92 


153/2 

0 

03 

19 


153/3 

0 

02 

00 


153/4 

0 

10 

29 


154/3 

0 

01 

00 


154/4 

0 

02 

50 


154/5 

0 

02 

50 


174 

0 

03 

90 


83 

0 

08 

00 


82 

0 

08 

50 


85/6 

0 

04 

19 


85/7 

0 

01 

50 


188/13 

0 

01 

50 


186/5 

0 

02 

50 


186/4 

0 

01 

50 


186/2 

0 

03 

23 
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W _ in _ (3) ... (4) (5) 


186/1 

0 

02 

50 

212 

0 

02 

50 

30/1 

0 

02 

50 

30/2 

0 

03 

50 

155/1 

0 

03 

00 

213 

0 

02 

95 

173/1 

0 

02 

00 

173/6 

0 

02 

00 

173/7 

0 

05 

75 

173/9 

0 

02 

50 

188/1 

0 

07 

25 

188/6 

0 

03 

85 

188/4 

0 

01 

62 

188/5 

0 

01 

50 

188/8 

0 

03 

80 

188/9 

0 

03 

50 

188/10 

0 

06 

00 

188/11 

0 

05 

00 

188/14 

0 

02 

50 

189/7 

0 

02 

50 

189/8 

0 

02 

95 

189/9 

0 

01 

50 

189/16 

0 

01 

25 

189/12 

0 

02 

44 

189/2 

0 

01 

50 

189/6 

0 

01 

50 

189/3 

0 

06 

00 

189/4 

0 

02 

00 

189/5 

0 

01 

83 

194/1 

0 

04 

69 

194/2 

0 

00 

30 

194/9 

0 

00 

31 

192/1 

0 

00 

71 

192/9 

0 

02 

54 



[MF] 11—73^ 3 {ii>] 


7535 


HIT?! IfTO : W^TT 27, 1999/OTIKProT 6, 1921 

W . ~ ( 2 ) ( 3 )" (4 ) 



192/5 

0 

02 

16 


191/5 

0 

01 

09 


190/3 

0 

01 

58 


190/6 

0 

00 

07 


190/7 

0 

01 

82 


TALUK : 

: ALUVA 



ALUVA WEST 

197 

0 

03 

63 

(BLOCK NO.37) 

210 

0 

03 

35 


207 

0 

02 

00 

ALUVA WEST 

21 

0 

21 

77 

(BLOCK NO.34) 

22 

0 

03 

52 


18 

0 

06 

06 


39 

0 

07 

21 


40 

0 

03 

00 


4 

0 

04 

00 


7 

0 

06 

65 


6 

0 

15 

00 


5 

0 

16 

90 

PARAKADAVU 

82/9 

0 

01 

47 

(BLOCK NO 5) 

83/2 

0 

00 

35 


83/1 

0 

00 

77 


79/17 

0 

01 

91 


79/8 

0 

00 

48 


79/19 

0 

00 

10 


78/8 

0 

00 

42 


78/9 

0 

00 

40 


78/11 

0 

01 

17 


78/15 

0 

00 

33 


78/14 

0 

00 

10 


78/2 

0 

01 

79 


75/2 

0 

00 

22 


3345 01/99—21 
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m _ in _ ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) 


5) PARAKADAVU 
(BLOCK NO 6) 


111/2 

0 

00 

41 

112/6 

0 

00 

10 

112/8 

0 

00 

72 

117/6 

0 

00 

39 

117/2 

0 

01 

99 

22/9 

0 

07 

47 

161/1 

0 

00 

19 

22/12 

0 

08 

00 

503/1 

0 

00 

14 

503/2 

0 

00 

40 

503/6 

0 

00 

17 

503/8 

0 

00 

12 

502/1 

0 

01 

06 

501 

0 

03 

63 

500 

0 

01 

19 

499/1 

0 

00 

74 

498/4 

0 

00 

24 

492/8 

0 

00 

21 

482/2 

0 

00 

05 

491/8 

0 

00 

29 

481/6 

0 

00 

31 

481/9 

0 

00 

21 

459/5 

0 

00 

02 

459/8 

0 

01 

23 

459/15 

0 

00 

26 

459/9 

0 

00 

01 

457/4 

0 

04 

27 

456/16 

0 

00 

90 

425/1 

0 

00 

08 

427/4 

0 

00 

56 

427/10 

0 

00 

29 

427/5 

0 

00 

30 

428/3 

0 

00 

04 

428/5 

0 

00 

29 
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(1) (2) _ (3) (4) (5) 


346/6 

0 

01 

10 

346/16 

0 

00 

54 

346/17 

0 

00 

08 

342/2 

0 

01 

16 

342/7 

0 

01 

32 

342/8 

0 

00 

02 

343/4 

o ■ 

00 

65 

358/8 

0 

00 

39 

339/7 

0 

00 

76 

339/9 

0 

00 

11 

339/3 

0 

01 

51 

338/14 

0 

00 

73 

338/12 

0 

00 

67 

338/7 

0 

00 

49 

338/6 

0 

00 

10 

315/12 

0 

01 

53 

246/1 

0 

01 

69 

246/2 

0 

00 

59 

246/3 

0 

00 

50 

246/4 

0 

00 

35 

244/10 

0 

01 

26 

249/13 

0 

01 

73 

249/21 

0 

02 

81 

249/22 

0 

02 

38 

250/1 

0 

00 

23 

250/3 

0 

02 

66 

250/4 

0 

01 

41 

250/8 

0 

00 

33 

422/1 

0 

00 

28 

TALUK : 

: PARAVUR 



6) KUNNUKARA 669/1 

0 

04 

44 

672/2 

0 

01 

14 

671/6 

0 

02 

87 
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CD 

7) KARUMALLUR 


8) KADUNGALLUR 


12]_ (3) (4) (5) 


63/10 

0 

06 

03 

63/11 

0 

06 

52 

62/5 

0 

03 

00 

62/6 

0 

01 

46 

59/7 

0 

02 

00 

60/5 

0 

04 

65 

60/6 

0 

01 

32 

60/1 

0 

02 

00 

60/2 

0 

04 

86 

59/9 

0 

02 

11 

58/1 

0 

04 

35 

67/11 

0 

04 

11 

67/12 

0 

01 

11 

70/2 

0 

16 

45 

71/9 

0 

04 

00 

69/12 

0 

04 

00 

69/14 

0 

05 

70 

57/1 

0 

01 

94 

56/4 

0 

01 

74 

56/3 

0 

04 

00 

57/5 

0 

10 

00 

93/1 

0 

20 

85 

53/3 

0 

10 

00 

199/11 

0 

00 

13 

199/13 

0 

03 

35 

199/6 

0 

03 

90 

199/16 

0 

07 

26 

222/7 

0 

04 

96 

228/2 

0 

07 

03 

228/10 

0 

01 

13 

18/9 

0 

02 

34 

18/7 

0 

09 

00 

18/3 

0 

03 

15 
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m. 


m. 


m. 


1±L 


m. 


44/1 

0 

02 

00 

1/1 

0 

01 

60 

1/4 

0 

05 

30 

1/5 

0 

01 

50 

3/6 

0 

02 

50 

3/3 

0 

02 

00 

3/5 

0 

04 

15 

3/7 

0 

03 

00 

3/8 

0 

01 

35 

22/10 

0 

02 

65 

22/3 

0 

01 

15 

194/1 

0 

04 

50 

193/12 

0 

01 

00 

193/15 

0 

04 

25 

193/9 

0 

02 

25 

193/7 

0 

02 

56 

193/4 

0 

01 

25 

192/9 

0 

03 

90 

192/8 

0 

03 

00 

182/1 

0 

04 

37 

181/11 

0 

02 

34 

181/8 

0 

06 

90 

181/6 

0 

04 

34 

173/2 

0 

04 

69 

172/15 

0 

04 

50 

172/11 

0 

01 

49 

172/3 

0 

08 

98 

156/15 

0 

03 

51 

158/1 

0 

04 

00 

158/2 

0 

00 

45 
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UX. _11L_ 

155/6 

155/8 

158/8 

158/10 

145/16 

145/14 

145/13 

257/2 

239/7 

255/1 

144/23 

144/10 

235/3 

235/4 

235/10 

235/12 

239/11 

239/5 

239/7 

256/5 

197/1 

173/1 

144/9 

144/10 

144/23 

144/19 

144/11 

221/1 

221/5 

221/6 

228/9 

228/11 


11] _ W (5 ) 


0 

08 

00 

0 

01 

03 

0 

09 

75 

0 

13 

33 

0 

06 

63 

0 

03 

60 

0 

01 

14 

0 

12 

23 

0 

01 

08 

0 

04 


0 

01 

54 

0 

00 

51 

0 

05 

25 

0 

13 

25 

0 

Q5 

00 

0 

04 

75 

Q 

01 

75 

0 

01 

50 

0 

01 

00 

0 

Q5 

50 

0 

06 

50 

0 

02 

00 

0 

01 

00 

0 

02 

50 

0 

06 

50 

0 

05 

65 

0 

06 

25 

0 

01 

25 

0 

00 

25 

0 

02 

15 

0 

02 

85 

0 

01 

65 


|F. No. Rt3 1015/11/M-OR-lII 
HAR1SH KUMAR. Under Secy 
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fit!?#, 2 7 1999 

qr.wr. 3407—*rtafrf*r<p f^rR «rfWm, 1947 
(1947 w 14) 4ft urn 17 % w^rc^r ir, 
rttr ^ % wjjr % ir*5 ftwVsRrr sflr 

^r% tiffr'i % tfta - , ir f-rfr 1 ^ sfufiftr^ 

f^rr sftefrfw irwfRJT, ’<rr<4^r % fiTR firr 
spplfflRT SRfft 5fr RUFIT tfi> 27-10-99 

t> strt jiff 4r 1 

(tf. *^5F-12012/282/95-JTf^ifR(^t II)] 

- *fr. iprnRTT, w-t\ trfcff 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1999 

S.O. 3407.—In pursunce of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the- Industrial Tribunal, Rour- 
kela as shown in the Annexure in the industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of UCO 
Bank and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 27-10-99. 

[No. LM2012/282/93 IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF PRESIDING OFFICER. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, ROURKELa 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 110. 97(C) 

Dated, the 24th September. 1999 

PRESENT: 

Sri Alak Kumar Dutta, 

Presiding Officer, 

Industrial Tribunal, 

Rourkela. 

BETWEEN 

Branch Manager, 

UCO Bank, PO: Brairajnagnr, 

Dist. : Jharsuguda , 1st party 

AND 

Sri Biban Nanda, 

At: Brajrajnagar, E.S.T. Hospital, 

Nuapara, Dist. Jharsuguda .. Ifnd party 

APPEARANCES : 

For the 1st party—Sri P. S Nail;. Advocate. 

For the Ilnd party—iri B. Mishra, Advocate. 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India in the Ministry of T.abour in exercise 
of powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section U) and 
sub-scction (2A) of section 1C of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, have referred the following dispute for adjudication vide 
no. L-l 2012/282/95-IR(B-Tl) “dated l8-3-9(T; 

"Whether the action of the management of UCO Bank. 
P.O. Rrnjrajnagar District Jharsuguda (Orissa) 
in terminating the services of Sri Bib^n XT nndn. 
Peon w.e.f, 10-9-86 is legal and justified. If 
not, to what relief i s the said workman entiled ?’’ 

3345 GT/ 99—23 


2. The case of the aggrieved workman is that he was ap¬ 
pointed as a daily wages peon in Brajrajnagar branch of 
U.C.O. Bank of India in the year 1982- His salary per dav 
was Rs. 8 & he was receiving the same at the end of the 
month for all his working days. He continued without any 
break till 9-9-86. The workman demanded his bonus and 
the Branch Manager anticipating that he would file a case in 
the court of law for regular.sation of his service putting the 
bank into difficulty, on 9-9-96 directed him not to come to 
the office any more. He made a represenUrt on which was 
turned down. Then he brought it to the notice of the Con¬ 
ciliation Officer. Sambalpur. So he prays for reinstatement 
with full back wages & consequential benefits. 

3. In reply, the management admits that the workman work¬ 
ed between 1-9-83 to 12-4- 36 as a daily wager He wa s not 
a regular employee of the bank & like oihe - daily wngeS 
employee was paid through payment voucher. That he work¬ 
ed till 12-4-86 & thereafter d-d not attend the bank nor 
reported the reason for his absence. There was no terti- 
nation letter to the workman and the Branch Manager never 
asked him to stop working. After leaving rh work vo’un- 
tarily he is making a false claim that the B *f. refused to 
allow him to work. The management never received any 
representation from him. The managemer*’s - leg L that it 
entered into an agreement with the union 12-10 89 to 
empanel the defy waters fr>>* tb*j r future -V" -ptirn amnnst 
permanent vocancv. The eb’cib'litv rrlter'’ f- emnane'-nent 
is that the wn-kman must 6av- w'--V'-d 1- <*- u I-r-ne’-i fr>r 
240 days in the preceding 3 years before the rettlement. A 
parson wupsu'-d its waterman would tv-f h- pi - : hlr Cur emr 
penalment. Since the aggrieved workman was rot working Iq 
this bank during the preceding 3 years, he w-s not el'gblo 
for empaneJment ft hts name was urt JVH DieTefore tho 
management r»rnv<i for relcctlnn this reference. 

4. On the aforesaid pleadings of the parties the following 
issues are framed : 

f: Whether the reference is ma ; ntahv>b T e ? 

XT :Whether the action of the management In terminat¬ 
ing the nervism of workman w.e.f. 1 ''-9-86 is legal 
and justified ? 

Ill ; If not, to what relief is the sniff workman entitled 7 

5. Issue nos. 1 to III- —All the issues aie taken up together 
for sake of convenience, the workman cla.ms ihai he joined 
the bank in the year 1982. Giving his evidence as W.VV.2 
he stated that ho worked from October 1982, M.W.l, 
working as peon in that branch slates that iliis workman 
worked as waterboy from 1-9-83, He proves attendance 
book marked Ext. 1 where his attendance ft payment from 
1-9-83 to 6-9-85 has been noted v.de- Ext. 1/a to 1/c. His 
statement about the workman working as waterboy and joining 
the branch on 1-9-83 is totally false. The management filing 
W/S never claimed that <he workmun joined as waterboy. 
Again this witness has admitted in cross examination that the 
workman was working also prior ta 1-9-83,, but he cannot say 
the number of days. Further M.W. No, 2 & 3 have slated 
that the workman was working as sub staff ,n that bank. 
W.W.3 had maintained a Khata, Ext. 1 about the attendance 
of the workman. The management has not proved actually 
from which date this workman joined the branch and (he 
workman cannot prove the bank documents in this regard. 
Therefore I accept the claim of the workman that he joined 
the bank in October 1982. 

6. The workman states that he worked till 9-9-86 which 
fact has been disputed by I he management which claims that 
he worked till 12-4-86. The management has not pjoved 
the official documents like payment voucher to show till wh efi 
date the payment was made, Though Ext. 1 ha # been proved 
to show attendance of the workman, yet Ext, 1 shows that 
this workman attended the office till 6-9-85, The nttendance 
after this date has not been proved by the management 
though it admits that the workmnn worked till 12-4-86. The 
management has failed to move that the workman worked 
fill 12-4-86 & not thereafter. Under the circumstances T 
accept the version of the workman that he attended the bank 
tiB 9-9-86. 
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7, Now the question is whether the workman voluntarily 
left the job or he was asked not to come from 10-8-86 7 
M.W. 1 in cross examination states that he does not know 
if the branch manager of the 1st party refused work to this 
workman as he demanded bonus for casual workers. Sim larly 
M.W. 2 also states that he cannot say if the 2nd party aban¬ 
doned hl's job or he was asked rrot to come to work M.W.3 
states that he cannot say whether the workman voluntariy 
stopped coming to the bank to work, as casual workers or he 
was asked by the management not to v.-ork any fuither. He 
is not aware of demand of any bonus made by the workman. 
W.W2. workman himself -‘ales that on the hist date of his 
work, the Manager of the bank called him and told him not to 
come On duty from e next day. He states hat he made 
representation to the Branch Manager vide Ext. A to the 
Regional Manager of th" Bank vide Ext. B. to the Asst. 
General Manager, Ext. C. He also wrote to D.L.O.-cum- 
Coticr'iation Officer, Rourkrta vide Ext, D & to the labour 
Commissioner. Rourkda v : de Ext. E. He states that be sent 
all these letters exh'Vcd by Read, Post & bad also brought 
the postal receipts Che, --prcsentative of the management 
d : d not insist for exhib’imj these receipts). 

8. Thus it is found that all the management witness exa.- 
mined do not know under what circumstances the workman 
stopped coming to the bank. They never say categorically 
that, the workman voluntarily stopped coming to the bank. 
On the other hand, the workman claims that he was asked 
not to come to work from 10 0-86, These documents Ext. A 
to Ext. E have not been disputed by the management. Ext. A 
has been written on 10-9-86. Ext. B was addressed on 
11-11-86. Ext. C was written to the Asst. General Manager 
on 4-6-90. Ext. D was written on 10-10 86 & Ext. E on 
24-9-81. In these letters he has put forth grievance that the 
Branch Manager did not allow him to work any further 
from 10-9-86. From the date of his dis-engagement he has 
started writing these letters. If the management’s plea is 
believed that he abandoned his job voluntarily from 10-9-86 
then what made him again to make represenation on the very 
dhy for h's reinstatement. Had these letters been written after 
that settlement 12-10-89 (hen it could have been believed 
that abandoning the iob the workman had again tried to 
regain his post for empanelmeiit. But that is not the case 
here. He has started putting forth his grievance from the 
date of dis-engagement. So 1 did not believe that the work¬ 
man voluntarily left the job. Rather I accept his conten¬ 
tion that he was not allowed to work in the bank from 
10-9-86 unjustifiably. So this reference is maintainable. The 
workman is to be reinstated from 10-9-86 with full back 
wages. He should further bo given a chance to file appli- , 
cation for his empanelment which would be considered tv-- 
the management. 

Accordingly the reference is answered. 

Dictated and corrected by me. 

ALAK KUMAR DUTTA, Presiding Officer 

fcyfr, 28 1999 

w . Tt r . 3 4 o s :—fwT wWHtnr, 

1947 ( 1947 tpr 14) STTTT 17 % 

ftEfrjrTt srk yfepu % if 

.'d'WtfRT faRltf if eufr: 

SffipbXR II, Rrtic “TR m Ad fi« d 

Wt 3ft RRfRT *FT 27-10-99 ^ RFR 

RT I 

[R. tTR-12012/3 06/9 6-Rii RiR(^-II)] 

. RRTRRR, R9T RptfR 


New Delhi, the 28th October, 1999 

S.O. 3408.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the fndustrail 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publ shes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal-H, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure In 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bank of Maharashtra and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 27-10-99. 

[No. L-12012/306/96-IR(B-JI>] 
C. OANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. II, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. B. Panse, Presiding Officer. 

REFERENCE NO. C.G1T-2,23 of 1997 
EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT 
OF BANK OF MAHARASHTRA 

The Asst. General Manager, 

Bank of Maharashtra, 

Regional Office, t Floor. 

Pawar Trust Building, 

Dr. F. p. Road. 

Aurangabad-431005. 

/iND 

THEIR WORKMEN 

The General Secretary, 

Bank of Maharashtra Employees Union. 

C./o Bank of Maharashtra, 

Regional Office. I Floor, 

Pawar Trust Building, 

Dr. E. P. Road. 

Aurangabad-431005. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employer • Mr. A. P. Navok. Representative. 
For the Workmen : Mr. Visbwas Utagi. Representative. 
Mumbai, dated 5th October, 1999 
AWARD 

On 1st April 1999, by Part-I Award 1 came to the con¬ 
clusion thar the inquiry which was held against the workman 
was aga'nst the Principles of Natural Justice and the findings 
of the inquiry officer are perverse. Thereafter the matter 
was DOsted for hearing. 

2, Today the parties have filed a settlement f Ex-24). It is 
stibrrrt'ed that the reference may be disposed off as compro¬ 
mised and the Award may be ported accord'nglv. The settle¬ 
ment wns rend over, ft was exphtined to the workman in 
Marath'. The parties agreed to the terms of the set'Iem-nt 
As the matter is settled in terms of the compromise (Ex.-24) I 
pass the following order :—• 

ORDER 

The reference is disposed off in terms of the compromise 
(Ex-24). 

S. B. PAN SB, Presiding Officer 


BEFORE THE HON’Bf.E PRESIDING OFFICER 
CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. II 
AT MUMBAI 

REF. NO. CGIT 2/28 OF 97 
BETWEEN 

The Management of Bank of Maharashtra .. Party I 
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AND 

Their Workman Shri A. V. Jadhav, Ex-PTS 

Represented through flank of 

Maharashtra Employees Union . • Party XI 

MAY IT PLEASE THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL 

In the above reference, the Party I and Party n vvou'd like 
to submit joint purshis for compromise on the following 
terms and conditions. 

Brief facts of the case 

The Ministry of Labour, Government of India, New Delhi 
has referred the alleged dispute to this Hon’ble Tribunal for 
adjudication vide its order dated 12-8-97, on the following 
terms of reference : 

"Whether the action of the Management of Bank of 
Maharashtra represented through the Regional 
Manager. Bank of Maharashtra I.atur and Asstt. 
General Manager, Zonal Office, Aurangabad in 
the alleged illegally terminating the services of Sbri 
A. V. Jadhav, a part time s-h-staT is legal and justi¬ 
fied ? If not, to what relief the concerned workman 
is entit'ed to ?’’ 

The app'icant has fil-d the statement c'aim before the 
Hon’ble Tribunal on 19th December, 1997 and Management 
has also filed its written statement before the Hon'ble Tri¬ 
bunal on 14-2-98. 

The matter was being discussed amongst the parties for 
am'cnb'c settlement of the issue, Af*er nro'ongerl d : sniss'f>ns 
on the issue with a view to have harmonious industrial rela¬ 
tions, both the parties have agreed to settle the Issue as 
under : 

—That Party I Bank Is ready and willine to take Shri A.V. 
J-'dhav, workman. In serv'ce & the Party IT the 
Union has agreed to close thr dispute as ‘Settled’ 
on mutually agreed terms and condition?. 

■—That Part I Bank fps agreed to apnoint Shri A. V. 
Jadhav, workman m the sc-vico of the Bank as a 
PTS on the fo'lowlng terms and conditions • 

1. The workman w'11 be posted as PTS at am* branch in 
Latur Region on or before 30th September, 1999. 

2. The workman wi’l not ebr’m any back waeec for the 
Intervemne period till the date of h : « annomtmrnt. This will 
be his fresh anpointment as a FTS in Bank’s seven. 

3. He w’11 be posted in the scale and on the wages he was 
drawing prior to frs d’sntifisnl on 7-fi-93 (i.e. without notional 
or other conseauentlal benefits.') 

4. H'<t past sendee wT he reekon-d for seniority 

tive. He will be given benefit of his seniority with prospec¬ 
tive effect i.e. hi° seniority will be reckoned for absorption 
as n full t-me staff on 1 h» hnn 1 - of regionwise seniority, for 
the post falling vacant in future, if any. 

5. He would be imnosed anv punishment like warning, 
censure etc. for his misconduct, 

—That the Party II Union has accepted the same. 

_That the P.artv TT Union h-s also fl»T"c>d not to c'^'m 

benefits Bke backwages, increment? for the period 
of absence etc. 

_That the Party TI Union has w'llinalv vo’unt-'ri'v and 

wtth the consent of wo-tmin given the ofUr to the 
pat-tv T IBank) to ‘Settle’ on the above terms and 
conditions. 


The Hon’ble Tribunal Is reauested to treat the dispute as 
settled and to pass an Award in terms of compromise arrived 

at between the parties to the reference. 


VISHVYAS UTAGI 
General Secretary, 

Party II All India 
(Union) 

SANKOP MAHARASHTRA 
Employee n Federation. 


ASHOK V. JADHAV, 
Signature of the Workman 


Dated : 28-9-1999. 


For Bank of Maharashtra 

Sd./- Illegible, 
Dy. General Manager (Per onnel) 
Party I (Bank, 


(A. P. NAYAKI 
Repr. oi Bank of Maharashtra 

Parties present 

They admit the terms. 

The terms were explained to workman by me in Marathi, 


They are recorded. 

fosfr, 28 tRTX irr i 1999 

tfir.trr. 3409— wYfTif f=nrK irfaft-fiT, 

1947 ( 1947 spy 14) TP', 17% St'PTPT Jr, 
%jfT'7 RTF IT TT STTffi % ’Tq-’pfT % RFR 

fnFTFFT %?[X 1371% FRFiTT % rftT, if 

wWff f%4i? ir % jfrv rtfit *rftfrf%F 
vfawr-IT, ^i % Ft BFiftfcr F<cfr 

Ft RtFPC %t 27-10-99 %T RTF’ JWf 

FT I 


[R . 12 01 2/1 2 2/ 9 7 Si if St’iT ( ffHI) ] 

Ft tpiraTF, srtt; frt%T 

New Delhi, the 28th October, 1999 

S.O. 3409.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal-II, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the emploj*crs in relation to 
the management of Bank of Maharashtra and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 27-10-99. 

[No. L-I2012/122/97-IR(B H)I 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. II, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. B. Panse, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/57 of 1998 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
Maharashtra. 

The Regional Manager, 

Bank of Maharashtra, 

Goa Region, Datta Prasad Bldg,, 

M. G. Road, 

PanajI, Goa. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Bonk of Maharashtra Karamchari Sangh. 

General Secretary, BOMKS, Zonal Office. 

C/o BMS, 487. B. Ravivar Path. 

Kolhapur. 
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APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer: Mr. R. G. Louche, Representative, 
For the Workmen : In Person. 


that the disciplinary authority did not alter the punishment 
which was awarded to the workman on 30-6-95 but had 
issued a corrigendum on 19-7-95 by clearing out the doubts 
and facts of the punishment. 


Mumbai, dated 4th October, 1999 
AWARD—PART-I 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour by its Order 
No. L-1201//122/97/lRfB-11), dated 8-5-98, had referred to 
the following Industrial Dispute for adjudication: 

‘‘Whether the action of the Bank- of Maharashtra in 
imposing the punishment of reduction in the pay 
to next rower atage and withdrawal of special allow¬ 
ance permanently on Shri S. C. Kulkarni is legal 
and ju. tilled ? If not, to what relief the said work¬ 
man is entitled 7" 

2. S. C. Kulkarni (hereinafter referred to as the workman) 
filed a statement of claim at Exhibit-5. He was an emp¬ 
loyee of hank of Maharashtra (hereinafter referred to as 
the management) as a cashier at Khasbhaug Belgaum Branch. 
Ho was se, ved with a chargesheet dated 11-1-93 having about 
15 allcgat ons against him. He was termed with a second 
Churgesbet. dated 1-9-93 having about five allegations. They 
retired ti m subordination, disobedience wilful slowing down 
the perloi mance of the work, failing to show proper con¬ 
sideration, courtesy to other employees of the bank, unsatis¬ 
factory behaviour, acting prejudicial to the interest of the 
bank, remaining ab ent without leave or overstaying sanc¬ 
tioned leave without sufficient grounds, disorderly or indecent 
behaviour, failure to show proper curtesy towards Branch 
Manager and unsatisfactory behaviour when on duty and non¬ 
disclosure of unclaimed amount which is an act prejudicial 
to the interest of the Bank. 

3. The workman pleaded that the domestic inquiry which 
‘ was conducted against him was against the Principles of 

Natural Justice. Undue haste was there while conducting 
the inquiry against him particulany after 24th August, 1994. 
It is submitted that the defence representative was not reliev¬ 
ed one cay in advance for preparing himself and attend 
the inqul.y at tire place of inquiry. It is averred that the 
evidence which was recorded was in absence of the workman 
and he was not allowed to cross examine the witness on 
the adjourned date. It is averred that the two inquiries 
were clubbed together without any authority. It is submit¬ 
ted that no notice was given by the inquiry officer in respect 
of the second inquiry. 


6. The management pleaded that the workman and hi* 
representative was delaying the proceedings for one reason 
or the another. The inquiry officer in his report had given 
reasons for proceeding tx-p_arte from 24-8-94 to 3-9-94 in 
his report on pages 10 to 14. It is averred that the request 
of the defence representative for a days transit period for 
journey from Kolhapur to Belgaum was unreasonable and the 
same was rejected by R.O. (Regional Officer) Kolhapur. It 
is submitted that the inquiry was posted at 2,00 p.m. with 
an intention to enable the representative to attend the Inquiry 
at Belgaum well in advance. It is averred that the defence 
representative of the workman remained present on the inquiry 
on 23id August, 1994. He had chosen to remain present 
latcron. 

7. The management pleaded that the inquiry officer was 
appointed for conducting the departmental inquiry against 
the workman for two chargesheets issued to him. Therefore 
the inquiry officer was rigut in recording the evidence in 
respect of both the chargesheets simultaneously. There ts 
no l ule of law that two separate cbarge.Jieets issued to the 
same employee for the acts of misconduct could not be club¬ 
bed and evidence should not be recorded slmulteneously. 
The inquiry officer observed Lire Principles of Natural Justice 
and loiJowed the provisions of Bipartite settl ements The 
report of the inquiry officer is well reasoned and the findings 
are proper. 

8. The management averted that in case the Tribunal comes 
to the conclusion that the domestic inquiry is against the 
Prmc.pies of Natural Justice the management may be allowed 
to lead evidence to justify its action. For all these reasons 
it is ubmitted that the workman is not entitled to any reliefs 
as claimed. 

9. The workman filed a Rejoinder at Ex.-7. It Is averred! 
that the management did rot comply with the provisions of 
the Bipartite settlement while allowing the defence represen¬ 
tative to attend the matter. It is submitted that in another 
case they did so. It is contended that the inquiry officer 
had never issued a notice for Chargesheet dated 11-1-93 after 
September, 1993. He earned out the inquiry in the charges 
oi tnc said chargesheet while dealing with the charges of the 
chargesheet dated 1 9-93, mat to ex-parte. It is averred that 
under such circumstances the workman is entitled to the reliefs 
as claimed. 


4. The workman pleaded thni the findings of the inquiry 
officer are perverse and not based on the evidence before him- 
It is averred that the inquiry officer submitted his report 
dated 12-5-95 and the disciplinary authority relied upon the 
report and passed an order dated 30-6-94. Later on the 
authority without hearing the workman changed that order 
by its order dated 19-7-95. The Appellate authority without 
paying proper attention had rejected, the appeal of the 
workman by its order dated 30-3-96. It is submitted that 
the action of the management is illegal and 
the punishment which is awarded is unjust and proper. It 
is prayed that the inquiry which was conducted against the 
workman be set aside and the necessary orders regarding the 
same may be passed. 

J. The management resisted the claim by the Written State¬ 
ment (Exhibit-6). It is averred that the two separate charges 
were issued to the workman for different type* of miscon¬ 
ducts. In fact after issuance of the first chargesheet dated 
11-1-93 the workman again misbehaved on 22nd July, 1993 
for which the second chargesheet was required to be issued 
to him. It is submitted that a full fledged departmental 
inquiry was conducted against the workman following the 
Principle' of Natural Justice. He was given full opportunity 
by the inquiry officer, The inquiry officer had given his 
reasoned findings while submitting the report. The disci¬ 
plinary authority considered entire record of the case, findings 
of the inquiry officer and looking to the seriousnes- of the 
charges awarded the punishment by the order dated ’0-6-95. 
The Appellate Authority also' considered the appeal filed by 
the workman and by reasoned order rejected it, ■ It is averred 


10. The issues are framed at Exhibit-8, 
and 2 are treated as preliminary issues, 
findings thereon arc us follow* 


The Issue No*. 1 
The issues and my 


Issues 

1. Whether the domestic inquiry which 
was conducted against the workman 
was against the Principle* of Natural 
Justice 7 


Findings 

No. 


2. Whether the findings of the inquiry 
officer are perverse 7 


No. 


REASONS 

11. It is not in dispute that Mr. Jathar the Inquiry officer 
"V" ft PPomted to conduct the inquiries in TeSpec^of the 
chargesheets dated 11-1-93 and 1-9-93 issued to tto workman 
It is also not m dispute thnt Mr. D. R. Shirodkar was the 
defence counsel for chargesheeted employee inbolb he 
chargesheet. It may not be out of place to state on he 
basis of the evidence on the record that the workman con 
the n rieW S thC 0f1k * e ■ be8r / r of the OT Ranisation and he was 

shared ^ n re n/if® e a ^ e f K r - he em P ,0 ye« who were charge- 
s nee Tea, in other words he in well awnn> rVf tn.* - mi ■ * 

of the Bipartite Settlement and the conduct of the domestic 
had no problem against tile inquiry officer It anneanc thm 
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accommodate them. There ore letters to that effect. Ultimately 
he fixed the inquiry on 23rd August, 1994. 

12. The management had not lead any oral evidence in 
the matter. They relied upon the documents on the record 

13. Shared Chandra Kulkarni (the workman) affirmed that 
his delcnce representative is the General Secretary of the 
Bank of Maharashtra Karamchari Sangh, Kolhapur. He and 
the workmen himself were attending various cases in conci¬ 
liation at A.L.C.’s. office in Pune and/or Vasco (Goa). He 
deposed that the inquiry in respect of the chargeshcet dated 
11-1-93 was started on 23-2-93. It continued up to July, 

1993. Then it was adjourned for administrative reasons till 
September, 1993. He affirmed that the inquiry officer had 
never issued any notices lor chargeshcet dated 11-1-93 afier 
September, 1993. This has a reference to the action of the 
inquiry officer starting this inquiry on 25th August, 1994 
after completing the inquiry dated 1-9-93 on 24th August, 

1994. It i 9 pertinent to note that on many earlier occasions 
the workman and his representative were attending the inquiry 
before the inquiry officer who was appointed for conducting 
both the inquiries. It has to be presumed that he is to inquire 
both the inquiries unless contrary is hrought on the record. 

It is therefore very clear that when the inquiry was fixed 
lor hearing on 23 rd August, 1994 it was in respect of both 
the inquiries. The inquiry officer was right enough to com¬ 
plete the inquiry in respect of the chargeshect dated 1-9-93 
first and then proceed with the second inquiry. Therefore 
the allegation of the workman that no notice was given to 
him in respect of the second chargeshcet is baseless. 

14. The workman had produced certain documents at 
Exhibit-9. They relate to both the chargesheets, order passed 
by the disciplinary authority, the findings of the inquiry offi¬ 
cer and some administrative orders. The management had 
produced documents alongwith (Ex.-14). They relate to dif¬ 
ferent notices issued to the workman and his representative 
and attendance certificates issued to them. Exhibit-14/ 
pg. 32 deals with the notices issued to the workman pertaining 
to the date of the inquiry, It is specifically states that the 
inquiry will commence from 23rd August, 1994 and will be 
continued uplo 3rd November, 1994 both days inclusive. I 
may mention it here that the notices which are produc'd 
alongwith this list having a title ‘inquiry against the work¬ 
man’. There is no specific mention that a particular inquiry 
such as inquiry dated 11-1-93 or inquiry dated 1-9-93 will 
be conducted from the inquiry proceedings which arc taken 
on particular date. It ieveals that the first inquiry was con¬ 
ducted In respect of the ebargesbeet dated 1-9-93 and second 
one at a later stage. I, therefore, find that the-e is no 
merit in the contention that no notice of the second inquiry 
was given to the workman or his representative in respect of 
the inquiry having a chargcsheer dated 11-1-93. 

15. The management bad produced inquiry proceedings 
from 12-8-94 onwards alongwith Exhibit-18. Pram perasal 
of these inquiry proceedings it reveals that no haste was 
done by the inquiry officer while conducting the inquiry. 
From the testimony of the workman it reveals that so far 
as the inquiry dated 1-9-93 Is concerned he had a notice 
oithfc smec, Now It is to sc*en from the evidence whether 
mere is substance In the contention of the workman and his 
oefence representative that there was a haste in respect of 
the second inquiry or not. I find that there was no haste 


16. On 23rd August, 1994 the workman and his tepresen 
tative remained present at Belgaum for the inquiry. It i 
affirmed by the workman that his representative was not give; 
sufficient time to attend the inquiry i.o. one day in arfvanc< 
this contention appears to be baeless. The distance b< 
tween Kolhapur and Belgaum is of three hours jourrey b 
State Tiansport bus. It is not that on the same day th 
inquiry was completed. But it was adjourned to the n-> 

C ?i C 15’ 7’ ? 4(h Au ® ust - W4. On that day and next da 
eventtnouBh the workman was. present there he did not sip 
- rv - Proceedings and later on went from (he 'ipl 
of t ,e inquiry. The period which is sought by the worktna 
end (ns defence representative for nreparation was ahead 
given to them. The record speaks that there were so man 


adjournments in respect of this proceeding. They were aware 
that what were the charges. The workman and his represen¬ 
tative are not ordinary employees. They are office bearers 
of the association. Not that they were only office bcarert 
but they were active members. They attended the concilia¬ 
tion proceedings. It is therefore, by no stretch of imagina¬ 
tion it can be said that there was no time for defence repre¬ 
sentative to prepare himself for cioss examination of the 
management witnesses as he W'as not allowed to go earlier 
as pet his request. The ground which is made out by him 
cannot be said to be substantial ground by which it can bo 
said that it affects the Principles of Natural Justice. 

17. In State Bank of India Vs. S. K. Sharma 1996 (II) SC 
ALE 202 Their Lordships observed that there is a distinc¬ 
tion of total violation of Natural Justice and violation of 
the fact of the said rule. The distinction is to be made 
between no opportunity and no adequate opportunity. Look¬ 
ing to the facts which 1 have narrated above I find that there 
was absolutely no violation." I rely upcm the ratio given in 
the above said authority. 

18. Kulkarni, affirms that on adjourned date the inquiry 
officer had not given them opportunity to cross examine the 
management witnesses. The inquiry proceedings dated 
12-9-94, page 81 of Exhibit-18 reveals that after 3rd Sep¬ 
tember, 1994 the matter was adjourned to 12-9-94. This 
adjournment was given to the workman by the inquiry offi¬ 
cer by letter dated 5-9-94 (Ex.-14/pg. 33). He was informed 
that the matter is adjourned in respect of the inquiries on 
12-9-94 to 15-9-94 both days inclusive. He was directed! to 
bring his witnesses and produce his evidence if any. The 
place of inquiry was also intimated to him. As usual the 
defence representative informed the inquiry officer that, that 
date is not suitable to him (Kx.-14/pg. 34). But it so hap¬ 
pened on that date he attended the inquiry. Exhibit-18/pg. 
81 is the inquiry proceedings dated 12-9-94. On that date 
he came at the place of the inquiry proceeding when the 
workman was requesting for adjournment. After going there 
the delcnce representative submitted that he would start with 
the cross examination of the management witnesses. That 
submission itself speaks something ill about the way the 
defence representative and the workman conducted the mattor. 
Became the notice was given to him that the management 
evidence is over and he is required to lead evidence if he' 
chooses and produce documents. If really he had an Inten¬ 
tion to cross examine the management witnesses he would 
have moved an application before the inquiry officer on that 
day or well in advance requesting them to call back the 
management witnesses again Toi cross examination. They 
had not done so. Tn other words they want to take advant¬ 
age of their positions. It appears to me that they went to 1 
take advantage of the fact that at a later stage they can 
come with a case that they were not given 'proper opportunity. 
They had committed wrong first and now wants to take ad¬ 
vantage of the same, which law does not permit. Therefore 
the contention of the workman that an opportunity was no* 
given to them for cross examination of the management wit¬ 
nesses is without any basis. I, therefore find that the domestic 
inquiry whtch was conducted against the workman was as per 
the principles of Natural Justice. 


19. The inquiry officer had given his report which is at 
Exhibit-9 /5. The report is at pages 17 to 180. He had 
elaborately considered the evidence before him and had given 
reasoned orders in respect of his findings. In fact there Is 
no cress examination of the management witnesses which 
deposed before the inquiry office!. Naturally whatever stated 
by them had gone unchallenged and there was no difficulty 
for accenting the facts which aTe stated by them, for the 
inquiry officer. He had considered all the Incidents patrawlse. 
He had also considered the arguments advances on behalf 
of the parties. He had given his findings in respect of both 
the chargesheets referring to incidents that they are proved. 
T do not find any ambiguity for the reasons given by him and 
•he Pndinas. In fact the argument which is advancecf on 
behalf of thn workman was relating to fairness of the inquiry. 
There was no serious challenge in resnect of the 'findings 
of the inquiry officer. It is because there Is nothing on 
the record extent that the te'timony of Mr. Kffikftrni -whlch 
is also discussed by the Inquiry officer while giving hb reasons 
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for coming to those findings. After perusal of the written 
arguments which is filed on behalf of the workman it can 
be also seen that there are no grounds to show perversity 
in respect of the findings of the inquiry officer. 

20. The Appellate authority had also considered the sub¬ 
missions made Ky the workman in his appeal and had reject¬ 
ed the same. For all these reasons I record my findings 
on the issues accordingly and pass the following order:— 

ORDER 

The domestic inquiry which was conducted against the. 
workman was as per the Principles of Natural 
Justice. 

The findings of the inquiry officer are not perverse. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 

fatft, 2 8 1999 

*Fr.*rr. 3410.— 

1947 (1947 14) %T STITT 17% SrJflTUT if, 

tor sfPrafR Sh? % sppy'dicr % 

7T5TN frtfTwr tllf odY Y-tT. "rf T sfi" d, Y-T'-T-m if 

fafcYf sfltftfw if T'fTrr sfanfirT 

vTsrstw-II, % ^Mtz wt sn/rifm wt 

vt 27 - 10-99 urt $>nr «rr 1 

[*T. 12 01 1 / 2 3 / 9 7-*i IT (sfr-II) ] 

iff. mnwi, sht 

New Delhi, the 28th October, 1999 

S.O. 3410.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal-II, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Indian Overseas Bank and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government on 
27-10-99. 

[No. L-12011 /23 /97-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. II 
MUMBAI 
PRESENT 
SHRI S. B. PANSE 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/48 of 1998 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT 
OF INDIAN OVERSEAS BANK 

The General Manager, 

Indian Overseas Bank, 

Maker Tower ‘C’, 5th Floor, 

ChSe Parade, 

Mumbai-400 005. 

AND 

THEIR WORKMEN 
General Secretary, 

IOB Karamchari Sena, 

7, Khatau Building, 

Dr. S, S. Road, 

Lalbagh, Murobal-12, 


APPEARANCES : 

FOR THE EMPLOYER: S/Shri V. C. Ramchandran & 

B. R. Aparajit, Representative. 
FOR THE WORKMEN : Shri Vilas Parab, Representative. 

MUMBAI, dated 5th October, 1999 
AWARD-PART-II 

On 4th May, 1999 by Part-1 Award I came to the conclu¬ 
sion that the domestic inquiry which was held against the 
workman was as per the Principles of Natural Justice and 
the findings of the inquiry officer aie not perverse. 

2. By this Award I have to answer the remaining issues. 
The issueb and my findings thereon are as follows :— 

Issues Findings 

3. Whether the action of the management Yet. 

of Indian Overseas Bank in imposing 

punishment of stoppage of Annual 
Increment etc. to the workman Is 
legal and justified ? 

4. If not, to what relief the workmen Does not 

are entitled to ? survive. 

REASONS 

3. In short the case of the management is that on 2-6-89 
these r2 employees including the concerned workmen were 
members of the stall, 2U0—25(1 outsiders who formed un¬ 
lawful assembly, trespassing the office of the Deputy General 
Manager ot the bank at around 1.30 p.m. fhe crowd caused 
simple and grivious innjuries to aoout 7 members of the stall' 
who were working there. They indulged in rioting, threaten¬ 
ing and assaulting the penont and attacked them. They 
damaged the banks property. They were g.v.ng slogans and 
using abusive language. The mob prevented the other staff 
members from doing their duties. There was a confusion 
and fear of life and their normal banks business was affec¬ 
ted. Eearlier to this incident also on 5-5-89 there was an 
incident at Worli Branch. It is therefore the chargesheet 
was issued to nine persons including the workman dated 
22-7-89. A domestic inquiry was conducted against them. 
Out of nine, six were awarded punishment. 

4. Now the union is required to show that the punishment 

which is awarded is disproportionate to the charges proved. 
Vilas Parab (Ex-30) President of Indian Overseas Bank 
Karmachari Sangh filed a very detailed affidavit which cove¬ 
red isucs Nos. 1 & 2. It is therefore before the cross 

examination, it has to be recorded that so far as the portion 
pertaining to issues Nos. 1 & 2 are concerned it is treated 
as not taken on the record and the management representa¬ 
tive was asked to cross-examine pertaining to the remaining 
issues, 

5. Parab in his cross examination admits that the employees 
who were chargesheeted were for gross misconduct. The 
maximum punishment for gross misconduct is dismissal. He 
accepts that a show came notice was given to them before 
the punishment was awarded by the disciplinary authority. 
But. they did not reply to the show cause notice. They 
requested the management to treat that notice is a notice 
for hearing which was accepted. All the chargesheeted em¬ 
ployees whose charges are held to be proceed are not 
awarded the c ame punishment, From perusal of the testi¬ 
mony of Parab there is nothing op the record to show that 
a particular employee was awarded the mml'hment which 
can be siad to be disproportionate to the charges proved 
against him. 

6. Ramchandran (Exhibit 141 the Deputy Chief Officer 
depo^rl for the management. He affirmed that the punish¬ 
ment which was awarded to the worl-wn was nroner. He 
sfafd that it is laid down in narai7i-.enh-?7.9 of the Bianartite 
setfh-merit. that workman found gnllfv of misconduct whether 
gross or mmor shall not he given more than opr punishment 
in rr-n-ct of any one charge. However the said paragraph 
does not preclude the hank from Imposing one punishment 
for all the charges framed against the workman. From 
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his cross examination nothing has come on the record to 
show that the action which was taken by the management 
in respect of awarding the punishment to the workman 
is illegal and unjustified. 

7. The Karmachari Sangh filed their written argument at 
Exhibit-36. In paragraph 2 they have mentioned that issue 
No. 3 is so wide that it covers entire reference order in¬ 
cluding issue Nos. 1 and 2. Therefore they thought it fit to 
refer to and discuss the observations made in Award-1 
specifically when they are apparent defects that necessited 
review of the findings made in Award Part-I dtd. 4th May 
1999, Thereafter they had given an argument in respect of 
part-T Award and for issues Nos. 1 & 2. I find that all this 
submission is out of place. The only remedy open to them 
is to approach the higher authorities as they feel that thev 
are aggrieved by the order of this Tribunal in respect of 
Issues Nos. 1 & 2. I cannot consider the aigument which 
is submitted there in. In paragraph-? on page 20 there appears 
to be submissions that the penalty imposed upon the work¬ 
man on mere suspicion and surmises in harsh and d's- 
proportlonate to the alleged misconduct. This vague sub¬ 
missions is not corroborated by anv evidence. Infact the 
charge which was levelled against the workman was of a 
grave misconduct. The punishments wh*ch were awarded to 
the concern'd workmen are not of dismissal. They are simple 
in nature. Tt appears that each workmen are g'ven punish¬ 
ment looking to their active part in the said incident T 
therefore find that the action of the management is perfectly 
legal and justified. In the result I record my findings on 
the issues accordingly and pass the fol’owing order :— 

ORDER 

The action of the rnanj’ff*P»<*nt of Indian Overseas Bank 
in imuos’ng the pn.dshnvnt of stoppage of annual 
increments, etc. on S/Shri Prakash Mumdkar, Anin 
Kotkar, Shivnii Shlnde Arun Karat, Subhash Sawant, 
and Jayant Gorpade is legal and justified. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 

Hf fasft, 2 W, 1999 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O, 3411.—In pursuance of Section 17 of Indusrtial Dis¬ 
putes Act, ff>47 (14 of 1947), fhe Central Governmen* hereby 
publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court, 
Ajmer as shown in the As.nexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in, re’ation to the management of 
uco Bank and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 01-1T1999. 

fNo, 1.-12011/46/98-IR(BH)l 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O. 3412,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Guwahati as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Union Bank of India and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on 01-11-1999. 

[No. L-12011/71/98-IR(B-II)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : GUWAHATI: 
ASSAM 

Reference No. 18(C) of 1999 

PRESENT: 

Shii K. Sarma, LL.B., 

Presiding Officer, 

Industrial Tribunal, 

Guwahati, 



754STHE GAZETTE Or INDIA : NOVEMBER 27. 1999/AGRAHAYANA 6. 1921 [Part H—-Sec. 3(H)] 


In the' matter of an Industrial Dispute : 

BETWEEN : 

The Management of 

Union Bank of India, 

Guwaiiati. 

-Vs- 

The workman Shri S. Chakraborty, 

Date of Award: 22-10-1999 

I 

AWARD 

The reference arising out of the Government Notification 
No. L-12011/71 /98-IR(B-ll) dt. 28-04-99 relates to the dispute 
indicated in the schedule helow : 

“Whether the action of the management of Union Bank 
of India, Guwahati in depriving Sh, S. Chakraborty, 
the allowance of the post of Telex Operator for the 
period 23-7-94 to 12-3-97 is justified 7 If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled ?" 

In this reference management is absent without rtep. The 
workmen raising the dispute has appeared! through their 
union representative and filed a petition stating that dispute 
between them has been amicably settled out side the tribunal 
In view of this they pray for treating the dispute as closed. 
Petition is consider. Considering the petition, I am of opinion 
that there exists no dispute between the parties. 

The settlement is, therefore, accepted and an award is 
hereby passed in terms of the settlement which is marked 
“X". The case is disposed of accordingly on this 22nd 
October, 1999 under my hand and seal. 

K. SARMA, Presiding Officer 
ftevft, 2 TRTTf, 1999 

vr. wt. 3413.—arWrfffitf fans wfafanr, 1947 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O. 3413.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishses the award of rite Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal-11 Mumbai, as shown in the Annexure in the 
Ihdustrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management' of Central Bank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 01-11-99. 

[No. L-12011 /93 /97-IR (B-If)] 
C. GANGADl-IARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. IT 

MUMBAI 

PRESENT 
SHRI S. B. PANSE 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/136 of 1998 

EMPLOYERS TN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT OF 
CENTRAL BANK OF INDIA 


The Regional Manager, 

C.B.I., Regional Office, 

Chandramukhi, Nariman Point, 

Mumbai-21. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

The General Secretary, 

Central Bank Employees Union, 

8th Floor, Chandramukhi, 

Nariman Point, 

Bombay. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer : Mr. L. L, D’Souza, Representative. 
For the Workmen: Mr. 'Avinash Joshi, Representative. 

Mumbai, the 7th October, 1999 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its Order 
No. I.-l2011 /93/97/IR(B-II) dated 20-10-1998, had referred 
to the following Industrial Dispute for Adjudication. 

“ Whether the fiction of the management for extending 
the benefit of officiating allowance for operation of 
the computer to the junior most clerk by ignoring 
the senior most is justified ? If not r then what relief 
the senior most clerk working in the Mandvi 
Branch of the Bank is entitled to?” 

2. The Central Bank Employees Union filed a Statement of 
Claim at Exhibit-6. It is contended that the officiating allow¬ 
ance as a computer operator from August ’95 to lanuary ’96 
was paid to the junior clerks who were officiating as compu¬ 
ter operators though senior workers were also available In 
the branch. Their services were not availed ctf depriving 
them of their right to have allowance of computer operator. 
The Branch Manager Mandvi Branch violated the rules 
governing officiating allowance. 

3. Ms. Asha Thomas and Ms. Tilgulkar were the junior 
clerks vvho were given the work of officiating computer ope¬ 
rators depriving the senior clerks whose list is- annexed as 
1-iXhibit-C. They could have operated computers in that capa¬ 
city. It is submitted that the Manager was requested to allot 
the work as per the rules but he did not. It is therefor® sub¬ 
mitted 1 that these senior employees are entitled to the offi¬ 
ciating allowance as shown before their name. It is prayed 
that the management may be directed to make such a pay- 
ments with other reliefs. 

4. The management resisted the claim by 1 the Written 
Statement (Exhibit-71- It is averred that the Mandvi Branch 
is one of the prestigious Branches of the bank handling large 
foreign exchange business. In August, 1995 it was decided 
to follow computerised Foreign Exchange Department, Ac¬ 
cordingly the work was allotted to an expert agency viz. 
M/s. Track Systems Inc. for preparation of the software 
programme and installation of the same. It is averred that 
since the operation of the Foreign Exchange Department 
required adequate knowledge of Foreign Exchange Regula¬ 
tions and dealings the clerks working in the same department 
who were familicr with the foreign exchange dealing and 
related work were advised to coordinate with the agency In 
compulerising the operations of the department. Since those 
two employees were working there they were a'ked to help 
them and in addition they were doing their own work. It Is 
therefore they were comnensafed 1 by paying allowance from 
August, 1995 to December, 1995. It is submitted that as 
the bank had not violated any rules governing officiating 
allowance aH alleged by the union. Tt is reiterated that the 
fillowance which was paid was not officiating but merely 
compensation for helping the agency, Tt is averted' that the 
allowance was paid to the clerks from August, 1995 to 
December, 1995 opIv. It is submitted that their union is not 
entit'ed to any reliefs as claimed. 

5. The Unmu filed a Reloinder at Fxhiblt-R. It is denied 
that the operation of a Foreign Exchange Department re¬ 
quired adequate knowledge of Foreign Exchange Regula¬ 
tions and dealings. It Is submitted that Padwe and Bansodi 
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have nearly worked 8 to 10 years in that department and 
their seivigcs could have been utilised for the said job who 
were seniors. It is submitted that those clerks were advised 
to coordinate with the agency in computerising the depart¬ 
ment is not correct. There were specialised Foreign Ex¬ 
change officers and probationary officers working in the . de¬ 
partment, during that period, whose services were utilised 
for computerisation of the departifient, It is averred that 
those clerks were given officiating allowance in addition to 
their regular wages. It is therefore they were paid additional 
computer allowance is by way of wages. It cannot be termed 
as compensation which is paid on vouchers only. It reiterat¬ 
ed its stands and submitted that they are entitled to the re¬ 
liefs us claimed. 


6. The issues arc framed at Exhibit-9. The issues and my 
findings thereon are as follows : — 


Issues Findings 

1 . Whether the management hHd given Yes 

officiating allowance for 
operating of computer to the junior 
most clerks ignoring the senior 
most in the bank ? 

2. Whether the bank had' compensated No 

the concerned clerks by paying the 
allowance from August, 1995 to 
December, 1995 for doing additional 
work ? 


3. Whether the senior most clerk, 
working ih the Mandvi Branch 
of the bank is entitled to any 
reliefs 7 


Senior most two 
clerk* are entitled 
to the reliefs' 
as ordered. 


REASONS 

7. Sbri Avinash Joshi (Ex-11) the Joint Secretary of the 
Central Bank Employees Union. Mumbai affirmed that Mr. 
TtlnulWar anfi Asha Thcrtnas are juniors to Engineer, Shankar, 
Sahan, Kanchan, Padwe, Dalv.i, Waghela, Joshi, Bdnsode and 
Naik. This position is not disputed. It is also' not in dispute 
from the testimony of Joshi and Shah (Ex-15) the senior 
manager of the bank that Tilgulkar arid Tftoirtas were paid 
amount from August, 1995 to January, 1996, 

8. Shah affirms that Mandvi Branch is one of the presti¬ 
gious branches of the barik handling large Foreign Exchange 
business. In August. 1995 it was deckled to computerise the 
Forex department fully. The bank assigned the work to 
M/a. Truck System Me. for preparing of the software pro- 
graffirne and installation dt the same. He affirms that opera¬ 
tions in the Foreign Exchange Department requires adequate 
knowledge of Foreign, Exchange Regulations and Dealings 
and Flficncy in EngBiffi 1 . The Clerks working in the same 
ddpartrrienf who were' faffiilier with the Foreign Exchange 
Healings arid related' work were advised to coordinate with 
the agency in confpriftrising the operations of the depart¬ 
ment. Tilgtifkar and Thomas were working in (hat depart¬ 
ment. 


9. Mrs. Shah dffirfrietf that those two employees assisted the 
agencies to carryout (hblr regular manual duties till Decem¬ 
ber 1995 when the departments computerisation work was 
completed. He further affirmed that it is therefore the 
hank compensated them by paying allowances from AugJJst 
’95 to December '95 and from Isf January ’96. Mr, Pddwe 
and Sflflinr were rssudd orders to work as computer operators 
in the Forex department oh the basis of their branch 
seniority. He further affirmed that they were trained bv 
the employees who were alteady working in the department. 

10. Shah’s crOss examination he deposed that from July 
’95 to January ’96 TilguHear and Thomas were not given 
computer allowances but (hCv wire paid compensation for 
helping the computerisation of the department, According 
to Joshi it was an officiating allowance. Tt is not in dispute 
that the officiating allowance is paid for operating computers 
pursuant to (he rules applicable to the officiating staff. It is 
not in dispute that such posts are to he given to the senior 
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employees in that particular branch. Admittedly there were 
ten senior employees than Tilgulkar and Thomas. From 
die testimony of Joshi and that of Shah It is very clear that 
from January ’96 two senior persons viz. Padwe. and Salim 
were given that work and they were started getting the said 
allowance. Infact there are two more persons senior to 
Salim. They are Engineer and Shankar. 

II. In the written argument it is tried to argue that the 
testimony of Shah had gone unchallenged. So far as the 
payment of compensation to these two employees are con¬ 
cern .d, I am not inclined to accept that position because 
question was put to Shah that they were given computer 
allowance and not the compensation which he declined. 
Joshi affirmed to that effect. No doubt there was a pay¬ 
ment to these two employees. If it is compensation then 
it should have been paid on vouchers. Infect to show the 
mode of payment is on, the bank. They are having the 
best evidence in their possession. They have not produced 
any document to show that it was by way of compensation 
and not hy way of allowance. Hence adverse inference is 
to be drawn against them. 

.12. Ihe union has claimed this allowance for ten senior 
employees like those two employees who were paid such 
allowances. This demand is unjust. Because at that time 
requirement was of two employees. Two senior employees 
are eligible for such a compensation. It is because Atom 
1st Jnnuary ’96 there was appointment of two empfbyetx in 
that department who were paid such a compensation. From 
the record it appears that the senior most two employees 
were not posted there. I do not know the reasons nor the 
reasons have come on the record. But' as per time nffex 
Engineer and Shankar were the senior most employee* in 
that branch who were entitled to that officiating allowance 
which those two employees received. 

13. It is tried to argue on behalf of the bank that officiat¬ 
ing allowance, that is computer allowance is a functional 
allowance which is paid only after carrying out- that func¬ 
tions, These employees have not worked there. As such 
they are not entitled to that allowance.- I am not inclined 
to accept this submission because their is nothing on the 
record to show that the bank offered them those posts to do 
that work and they rfeused to cto so. On the contrary 
Joshi affirmed that they were ready and willing to perform 
those duties, There is no reason to disbelieve him. Under 
such circumstances I find that the first two persons only are 
entitled to the computer allowance for the period from 
August ’95 to December ’95. In the result I njeord my 
findings on the issues accordingly and pass the following 
order:—. 


ORDER 

The action of the management for extending, the benefit 
of officiating allowance for operation of the com¬ 
puter to the junior most clerk by ignoring the 
senior most is not justified. 

Tile management is directed to pay officiating allowance 
for Operating the computers to two senjpr most 
clerks namely P.F. Engineer and Mr. Shankar K. 
for the period from August ’95 to December ’95. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 
T# 2 TffWR, 1999 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O. 3414.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal-II, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bank of India and their workman, which 
wat teceived by the Central Government on 01*11-99. 

[No. L-12012/36/98-IR(B-n)] 
C. OANGADHARAN, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. II, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri S'. B. Pansy, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-2/134 of 1998 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
India. 

The Chairman, 

BO I, Head Office, 

Express TowerA, 

Mumbai-21. 

AND 

Theif Workmen. 

Bafik Of India Staff Union, 

The General Secretaiy, BOJSU, 

BOI Building, 

70/80, M. G. Road, 

Fort, Mumbai. 

APPEARANCES: 

for the Employer: Mr. D. R.'Efamagle and 1 Mr. L. L. 
D’Souzn, Representatives. 

For the Workmen: Mr. Parveen Patel, Representative 
MUMBAI, dated 13th October, 1999 

Award 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its 
Order No. 1,-12012/36/98/IRfB-II), dated 8/9-10-1998 had 
referred to the following Industrial Dispute for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
India in dismissing the services of Shri S. M. 
Dudhwadkar is legal and justified 7 If not, to what 
relief the said workman is entitled 7” 

2. The union filed a Statement of Claim at Exhlbit-3. The 
management filed a written statement at Exhibit-J. Th-. 
nhion filed a Rejoinder at Exhf.hit-6. I have framed the 
issues at Exhiblt-8. 

3. One Mr. Patel filed affidavit on behalf of the union 
The witness was not cross examined by the management. The 
management filed a purshis (Ex.-13) that they do not want 
to lead any oral evidence in the matter. But it was stib- 
rriltted that the arguments may not be heard in the matter 
as the matter is likelv to' be coamromised and the adjourn¬ 
ments were taken. 

, 4. Todav the parties have filed « ioint application request¬ 
ing for passing of a consent order ps per the nnrfilcation 
Ex.-14. It was read over to the parties and then rero'dad 
Under such circumstances T pass the following order: — 


ORDER 

The consent award is passed a' per the consent ten's 
■mentioned in Exhibit-14. 

S- B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2 AT MUMBAI 

Reference CGIT No. 2/134 of 1998 

BETWEEN 

Employers in relation tfc the management of Bank of 
India, ... ,1st Party. 

V/s. 

Shri M. A. Dudhwadkar represented by Bank of India 
Stafl Union. -2nd Party. 

JOINT APPLICATION By BOTH THE PARTIES FOR 
PASSING OF CONSENT AWARD 

May it please th* Hon’ble Court: 

1. The captioned industrial dispute was referred for adju¬ 
dication to this Hon’ble Industrial Tribunal with the following 
term® of inference:- ■ 

“Whether the action. of the Management of Bank of 
India in dismissing the services of Shri M. A. Dudh¬ 
wadkar is legal and justified 7 If not, to what relief 
the said workman.’ is entitled 7” 

I 

2. In respect of the aforesaid reference the workman 
through his Union hH4 already filed the statement Of claim, 
as also the Bank has filed Its reply thereto. 

3. The gist of the industrial dispute as stated! above is 
pertaining to the dismissal of Shri M. A. Dudhwadkar for 
having submitted a Bogus school leaving certificate wherein 
his date of birth is surreptitiously tampered and altered by 
changing his date of birth from 15-7-1940 to 15-7-1946, to 
giyc him additional six year.’: benefits in service. 

4. After holidng departmental enquiry in terms of the 
provisions Of the Bipartite Settlement as applicable In. his case, 
he was awarded the punishment of dismissal without notice 
by the Joint Zonal Manager, and Competent Disciplinary 
Authority vid* his order dated 340-1991?. The appeal of 
Shri Dudhwadkar .dated ] 6-104996 was considered by the 
Appellate Authority and the Appellate Authority as well on 
consideration of the full facts of the case, as also the sub¬ 
missions made by Shri Dudhwadkar/his Defence Represen¬ 
tative in the personal, hearing on 4-6-1997, confirmed the 
punishment, of dismissal without notice as awarded to Shri 
Dudhwadkar by (he Disciplinary Authority. This Order of 
the Appellate Authority dated 5-6-1997 wa$ served upon Shri 
M. A. Dudhwadkar On 23-64 997. 

5. While the case was being adjudicated upon before this 
Hon’ble Industrial*Tribunal, simultaneously Shri Dudhwadkar 
individually - bs.- well through Bank of India Staff Union (affi¬ 
liated to AlBEA—Majority Union) approached the Manage¬ 
ment of (he Bank and requested that since Sltri Dudhwadkar 
hod already put in unblemished 25 years of service in the 
Bafik, the Bank should consider to take him back in service 
on humanitarian grounds, since Shri Dudhwadkar is the only 
earning member of the family and that the dismissal would 
lead the family to total economic disaster. 

6. During such discussion? with Shri Dudhwadkar as well 
as Bank Of India Staff Union representing him, as above, 
it was considered that - the Bank would scree for his rein¬ 
statement in the Bank’s service on the following terms and 
conditions: 

(i) That Shri M. A. Dudhwadkar as well as the Bank 
of India. Staff Union, agrees that he has submitted 
a Bogus , school leaving certificate containing the 
altered ’date of birth i.e. from 15-74 940 to 
15-7-1946, 

Shri Dudhwadkar as well ns the Bank of fnd 5 n Staff 
Union agrees that his date of birth is 15-7-1940 
anfi - that this date i.e, 15-74 940 should be entered 
in hi? service record foT the purpose of determining 
his date of retirement etc. 
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<iij ghri M. A, Dudhwadkar as well as the Bank of India 
Staff Union expressly agree that the period from the 
dated of the dismissal till the date he resumes duties, 
[i.e, within 15 days from the date pf the consent 
award], he will not claim any salary, allowances, 
increments, provident fund, gratuity, or any kinds 
of monetary and/or non-monetary facilities whatso¬ 
ever. 

Shri M. A, Dudhwadkar as well Bank of India Start 
Union further expressly agree that they will not 
raise any dispute pertaining to this aspect at any 
time in future in any Court/Authority or before 
any other forum. 

(iii) Shri M. A. Dudhwadkar as well Bank of India Staff 
Union expressly agree that instead of dismissal from 
the Bank’s service, he would accept the lenient 
punishment of “bringing down his basic pay by two 
stages in the scale of pay permanently” in terms of 
Clause 21(iv)(c) of the Sixth Bipartite Settlement 
dated 14-2-1995. jt is further agreed that that he 
will not be entitled for any future increments in¬ 
cluding stagnation increments tiff the date of his 
superannuation and it is expressly agreed by Shri 
M. A. Dudhwadkar and Bank of India Staff Union 
that they will not claim or raise this issue before 
any Court/Authority or before any forum now or 
hereafter. 


\ivi It is further agreed and understood by Shri M. A. 
Dudhwadkar as well Bank of India Staff Union that 
by virtue of this understanding and terms of settle¬ 
ment and consequent reinstatement of Shri Dudh¬ 
wadkar in the Bank’s service it will not be under¬ 
stood or implied at any time that the departmental 
enquiry taken by the Bank against Shri Dudhwadkar 
stands condoned or excused nor will it be cons¬ 
trued to this effect at any time in future. 

(v) It is expressly agreed by Shri M. A. Dudhwadkar as 
well Bank of India Staff Union that the settlement 
in respect of his ca'e will not he quoted or cited 
by them as a precedent for any case of the like 
type, which may arise In future. 

(vil It is further expressly agreed and understood by Shri 
M. A. Dudhwadkar as well as Bank of India Staff 
Union that this gesture of the Bank for reinstating 
Shri Dudhwadkar is purely on humanitarian con¬ 
sideration and shall not form any precedent. 

(vii) It is expressly agreed by Shri M. A. Dudhwadkai as 
well as Bank of India Staff Union, that upon his 
reinstatement in the Bank’s service and after the 
punishment as detailed at point (iff) above is imposed 
upon Shri M. V, Dudhwadkar, he would be posted 
outside Mumbai South Zone, but within the langu¬ 
age area as per the requirement of the Bank. For 
this purpose he would report to the Chief Manager 
(Personnel), of Mumbai South Zone. 

7. In token of having agreed to the aforesaid terms both 
the parties to the industrial dispute viz.. Mwiagement of Bank 
of India through its representative and the Workman and 
his Union icprescnting him before this Honhle Industrial 
Tribunal have appended their signatures of having expressly 
a creed with the aforesaid terms. 

ft. Accordingly, both the parties i.e. Management of Bank 
nl India as well as Shri M A. Dudhwadkar and the Bank 
of India Staff Union, jointly pray to this Hon’ble Industrial 
T ’ibimol to pass a “Consent Av/nM 11 on the terms of settle- 
rnent as slated hereinabove. 

Dated at Mumbai, this Thirteenth day of October 
One Thousand Nine Hundred and Ninety Nine. 

Representing Bank of India Representing Bank of India 


Shri D. R. Harnagle. 

Chief Manager (T.R.), 


Staff Union 
Shri M. A Dudhwadkar. 

Workman 
Shri Pravcrn Pate! 
Shri Satish Khanolkar, 
General Secretary, 
BOI Staff Union, 
tAffiliated tn AIBFai, 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O 3415.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal-11, Mumbai as shown in the Anncxure ,i 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation <0 
the management of Bank of India and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 01-11-99, 

[No. L-12012 jl 5 /98-1R1B-11)] 
C. GANGADHARAN, Under Secy, 

ANNEXURJi 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. IT, MUMBAI 


PRESENT. 

Shri S. E. Panse, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CG1T-2/148 of 1998 

Employers in relation to the management of Bank of 
India- 

The Chairman, 

Bank of India, Head Office, 

Express Towers, 

Mumbai-21. 


AND 

Their Workmen. 

The General Secretary, 

Bank of India Staff Union, 

Bank of India Building, 

70/80/M. G. Road, 

Mumbai-23. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer : Mr. R. K. Minima, Representative. 

For (he Workmen : Mi. Praveen Patel, Representative. 
Mumbai, doted 13th October, 1999 
AWARD 

The Government of Balia, Ministry of Labour by Its Order 
No. L-I2012/75/98-IR(B-II), dated 4-12-1998, had referred 
to Ihe following Industrial Dispute for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Bank of 
India is jusliftod in terminating tile services of Shri 
G. N. Sandhankar ? If not, what relief the work¬ 
man is entitled to 7” 

2. Ihe .union filed a Statement of Claim at Exhibit-5. Ihe 
management filed its written statement at Exhibit-7. The 
union filed a Rcjoindci at Exhibit-6. 1 have framed issues 
at Exhibit-8, 


3. When the matter was lor evidence i^js informed to me 
that the matter is being settler! between, the panics. There - 
lore. adjourn me u may he grunted. Later on today the parties 
have filed joint application Exhibit-14 informing the Tribunal 
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that as they have fettled the matter the award may be 
passed as per the consent. It was read over to the parties 
and then recorded. Under such circumstances I pass the 
following Order - 

ORDER 

The Award is passed as a consent Awurd as per the 
application (E.V-14). 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 
EXHIBIT No. 14 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2 AT MUMBAI 

REFERENCE CG1T NO. 2/148 OF 1998 
BETWEEN 

Employer* in relation to the management 

of Bank of India .. 1st Party. 

Shri G, N. Sandhankar represented by 

Bank of India Staff Union . . 2nd Party 

JOINT APPLICATION BV BOTH THE PARTIES FOR 
PASSING OF CONSENT AWARD 

The captioned industrial dispute was referred for .adjudica¬ 
tion to this Hon*ble Industrial Tribunal with the following 
terms of reference :— 

‘‘Whother the action of the Management of Bank of India 
in dismissing the services of Shri G. N. Sandhankar 
is legal and Justified V If not, to what rojief the said 
workman is entitled ?’’ 

2 . In respect of the aforesaid reference the workman through 
his Union ha* already filed the statement of claim, as also the 
Bank has filed its reply thereto, 

3. The gist of the industrial dispute as stated above is per¬ 
taining to the dismissal of Shri G, 14. Sandhankar tor having 
submated a false school leaving certificate wherein his date of 
birth is mentioned as 12-7-1959 in school leaving certificate 
issued by Head Master, Sane Guruii High School, Andheri 
(East), Bombay-400069 although his actual date of birth is 
20-9-19J1 cn school leaving certificate issued by Jama Vidya- 
laya, Bakr-hi, Taluka Alibag, Dist. Raigad, thereby obtaining 
additional benefit in Bank’*, service by seven years and 10 
months, 

4. After holding the departmental enquiry ill terms of the 
provisions of the Bipartite settlement as applicable in his case, 
he was awarded the punishment of dismissal without notice 
by the Regional Manager, Raigad Region and Competent Dis¬ 
ciplinary Authority vide his order dated 30-4-1994. The appeal 
of Shri Sandharkar dated 16-5-1994 Was considered by the 
Appellate Authority and the Appellate Authority as well on 
consideration of the full facts of the case us also the submis¬ 
sions made by Shri Sandhankur/his defence representative in 
the personal hearing on 18-6-1994 confirmed the punishment 
of dismissal without notice as awarded to Shri Sivndhnnkar bv 
the Disciplinary Authority. This order of the Appellate Au¬ 
thority dated 28>-l 1-1996 was served Upon Shri G N Sandhan- 
kar on 19-1-1997. 

5. While the case was being adjudicated upon before this 
Hon ble Industrial Tribunal, simultaneously Shri Sandhankar 
individually as well n s thiough Bank of India Staff Union 
(affiliated to A1BEA—majority union) nppioached the 
Management of the Bank and requested that since Shri San¬ 
dhankar had already put in unblemished twelve and half years 
of service in the Bank, the Bank should consider to take him 
back in service on humanitarian grounds. Since Shri Sandhan¬ 
kar is the only earning member of the family and that the dis- 
mlsal would lead the family to total economic disaster. 

6 During such discussions with Shri Sandhankar as well as 
Bank of India Staff Union representing him. as above, it was 
considered that the Bank would agree for his reinstatement in 
he Banks service on the following terms and cundit’ons . 

(’) That Shri G, N. Sandhankar a s well os the Bank of 
Jndln Staff Union, agree that he lias submitted the 


school leaving certificate containing the false date of 
birth i.e. 12-7-1959 instead of 20-9-1951. 

Shri G, N, Sandhankar as well as the Bank of India Staff 
Union agree that his date of birth is 211-9-1951 and 
that this date i.e. 20-9-1951 should be entered in his 
service record for the purpo*. of determining his date 
of retirement etc. 

Shri O. N, Sandhankar as well as the Bank of India Staff 
Union expressly agree that the period from the date 
of drsmls®l till the date he resumes duties (i.e. within 
15 days from the date of the consent-award) he will 
not claim any salary, allowances, increments provi¬ 
dent fund, gratuity, <h any kind of monetary and/ 
or non-monetary facilities whatsoever. 

Shri G. N. Sandhankar as well as the Bank of India Staff 
Union further expressly agree that they will not raise 
any dispute pertaining to this aspect at any time in 
future in any Court Authority or before any other 
forum, 

(iii) Shri G. N. Sandhankar as well as the Bank of India 
Staff Union expressly agree that instead of dismissal 
from the Bank’s service, he would accept the lenient 
punishment of "Stoppage of ten increments including 
3 stagnation increments permanently (i.e. with cumu¬ 
lative effect) reckoned from his basic pay of 
Rs. 1,200 prevailing at the time of his dismissal” in 
terms of Clouse 2Hiv) <d) or the Sixth Bipartite 
settlement dated 14-2-1995. It is expressly agreed by 
Shri G.N. Sandhankar and Bank of Tnd : a Staff Union 
that they will not claim or raise this issue of stop¬ 
page of ton increments before any Court/Audiority 
or before any forum now or hereafter. 

(iv) It is further agreed and understood by Shri G. N. 
Sandhankar as well as Bunk of-India Staff Union that 
by virtue of this terms of settlement and consequent 
reinstatement of Shri Sandhankar in the Bank’s 
service it will not be understood or implied at any 
time that the departmental enquiry taken by the Bunk 
against Shri Sandhankar stands condoned or excused 
nor will it be constmed to this effect at any time in 
future. 

(v) It is expressly agreed bv Shri G. N. Sandhankar as 

well as <he Bank of India Staff Union that the settle¬ 
ment im respect of his case will ncu be quoted or 
Cited by them as a precedent for any case of the like 
nature which may arise in future. 

(vi ) It is further expressly agreed and understood by Shri 
G. N. Sandhankar as well as. Bank of India Staff 
Union that this gesture of the Bank of reinstating 
Shri Sandhankar is purely on humanitarian consi¬ 
deration and shall not form any precedent. 

(v.'i) It is expressly agreed by Shri G. N. Sandhankar as 
well as' Bank of India Staff Union, that upon his 
reinstatement in Bank’s service and after the punish¬ 
ment as detailed ut poini (iiil above is imposed upon 
Shri G. N. Sandhankar, he would be posted outside 
Mumbai North Zone, but within the language area as 
per the requirement of the Bank. For this rurpose 
he would report to the Chief Officer (Personnel), 
of Mumbai North Zone. 

7. In token of having agreed to the aforesaid terms both 
the pariies to the indusir.nl dispute viz. Management of Bank 
of India through its representative and the workman and his 
Union representing him before thi, Hon’ble Industrial Tri¬ 
bunal have appended their signatures of having expressly 
with the aforesaid terms. 

8 . Accordingly, both the parties i,t. Management of Bank 
of India as well as Shri G. 14. Sandhankar and the Bank of 
India -Staff Union, jointly nravs to (hi s Hon’bV Industrial 
Tr.bunal to pq Ss a “CONSENT AWARD” on the terms of 
settlement as stated hereinabove Dated ,.t Mumbai, this 
thirteenth day-of October nine<ren hundred ninty nine. 



■ [ttih TI—*r 3 (ii) ] *rmf gn m w - W > 

Representing Bank of India Representing Bank of India 

Staff Union 

Shri R. K. Mishra, 

Chief Manager (I.R. > 

Bank of India. 

Mumbai (North) Zone, 

13-10-99. 

Shri G. N. Sandhankar 
Workman. 

Shri Praveen Paid 

Shri Satish Khnnolkar, 
General Secretary. 

BOT Staff Union. 
(Alliliated 10 A (REA l 
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New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

SO 3416.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In- 
dustria) Tribunal, C alcutta as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Industrial Reconstruction Bank of India and 
their workman, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on- 01-11-99. 

(No. L-12012/116/93-lR(B-II)] 

C. GANGADHARAN. Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 34 of 1993 

PARTIES : 

Employers in ielation to the management of Industrial 
Reconstruction Bank of India. 

AND 

Their workman. 

PRESENT: 

Mr. Tustice A. K, Chakruvarty, Presiding Officer, 


laaejmKfwi o, um 7553 


APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Management . Mr. Arunavtt Ghosh, Advo¬ 
cate with Mr. Shankar Banerjce, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmar : Mr. Madhusudan Dutta, Advo¬ 
cate. 

STATE : West Bengal. INDUSTRY : Banking. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-12012/116/93-IR(B-II) dated 26-8-1993 
the Central Govctnmenl in exercise of its powers under 
Sections 10(I)(d) and (2Ay of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

"Whether the claim of Sri Gadai Patra that he was 
an employee of the Industrial Reconstruction Bank 
of India since 158? is correct ? If so, whether the 
action of the management of Industrial Reconstruc¬ 
tion Bank of India in terminating his services w.e.f. 
12-7-91 is justified? What relief, it any, is Shri 
Gadai Patra entitled to 7" 

2. The concerned workmar Gadai Patra has raised this 
industrial dispute challenging his termination of service as a 
Driver with effect from 12-7-1991 by his employer Indus¬ 
trial Reconstruction Bank of India. 

3. The workman’s case, in short, is that he was appointed 
by the Bank on 17-7-1985 at a monthly salary of Rs. 550. 
Shri Patra used to drive the car of the Bank allotted to the 
General Manager and drivers’ liveries, Inhch etc. also used 
to be supplied by the Bunk. In course of 3 years his monthly 
salary was raised above Rs. 1.000. He also used to get his 
leave as due to hank employees. Thereafter on 17-7-1988 
the mode of payment of salary was changed to daily wages. 
Shri Patra, however, continued to record his attendance' in 
the long book of Ihc Bank and when allotted cur be used 
to drive such car of different General Managers at different 
places and in this manner he continued to do his work till 
11-7-1991. Thus 1 hough Shri Patra was entitled to be absor¬ 
bed as regular employee, the Bank utilised his service as a 
temporary driver of it’s own cur. On 12-7-1991 the Bank 
verbally terminated his service, During this period 1 he used 
to leccive his salary againsf vouchers. The grievances of 
the workman is that though he has served at a stretch for 
long ft years from 17-7-1985 to 11-7-1991 the Bank verbally 
terminated his service without complying the mandatory pro¬ 
visions of law by set vice of the required notice and payment 
of compensation. The concerned workman demanded his 
reinstatement on 24-3-1902 which having not met with any 
response from the management he was compelled to raise the 
industrial dispute and the mutter was accordingly sent to 
this Tribunal for adjudication. The concerned workman, 
accordingly prayed tor his reinstatement in service with full 
back wages and other consequential reliefs. 

4. The management of Industrial Reconstruction Bank of 
India (in shoit the management) in its written statement denied 
the allegations of the workman. It's positive case is that as 
per terms and conditions the Bank the General Managers 
(redesignated as Chief Genet a) Managers) of the Bank arc 
each entitled to use of a car provided by the Bank. Sitch 
use includes use fo ; - olhcial purpose and 1 on payment of pres¬ 
cribed charges, use for limned personal and family purposes. 
The Bank provides allowance to facilitate them to engage 
drivers privately. The salary which is paid by the General 
Managers to their personal drivers is reimbursed by the Bank. 
The Chief General Managers as employers pay to their 
Drivers their salary and draws the same by way of reimburse¬ 
ment from the Batik. The concerned workman worked as 
a personal Driver at different limes with different General 
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Vlqnagers between 17-7-19SJ and 31-12-1991. The details 
if ithe service rendered by Shri Patra are as stated below :— 


Si. From 
No. 

To 

Engaged by 

1, 17-7-198 5 

18-7-1988 

Shri S D. Gangi.lv, 

G.M. 

2. 19-7-1988 

4-10-1988 

Worked as a casual 
driver on daily wage 
basis. 

3. 5-10-1988 

24-1-1989 

Shri S.D. Ganguly, 

G.M. 

4. 25-M 989 

9-2-1989 

Shri N.N. Bhatta- 
eharya, G.M. 

5. 13-3-1989 

4-10-1989 

Shpi P, Sri Sairam, 

G.M. 

6. 5-10-1989 

11-7-1991 

Worked as casual 
driver on daily wage 
basis. 

7. 13-7-1991 

begining of 
January, 
1992 

Shri K.M. Rama 

Rao, G.M. 


During the petiod the concerned workman worked as a 
casual driver he used to ge< his salary on daily wage basis 
at the rate of Rs. 35 per day. On each of the aforesaid 
two occasions immediately towards the end of 
his tenure as casual worker, Shri Patra voluntarily sought 
arid obtained private employment with one or other General 
Manager of the Bank. As- stated above on 13-7-1991 he took 
employment with Mr. K.. M. Barn a Rao and abandoned his 
seiryico without any intimation from January, 1992. The 
Bank has accordingly alleged that the concerned workman 
having voluntarily chosen to enter private employment of one 
dr other General Manager of the Bank in contemplation of 
the end of each tenure of temporary employment with the 
Bftnfc, no question of his retrenchment or payment of retren¬ 
chment benefit can arise. It is further alleged that the 
concerned workman having abandoned each of the two ten¬ 
ures of temporary employme.nl voluntarily he was not and 
could not be a ’workman’ under the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 when the dispute was raised. It is further alleged that 
the pesronal drivers in the private employment of the General 
Manager being not the employee of the Bank, no question 
of payment of equal pay or benefit at par with the regular 
drivers of the Bank can arise. The management accordingly 
prayed for dismissal of the case, 

5. The workman filed a rejoinder denying that he used to 
drive the cars of the different General Managers of the 
Bank as their personal driver and that termination of his 
service was not retrenchment and the industrial dispute was 
raised impro[ierly. Regarding the management’s allegations 

S E suppression of material fact in its written statement that 
e served under the General Manager of the Bank personally 
ftom 13-7-1991, it is alleged that the matter is out of context 
and that the Tribunal should not fly at a tangent and decide 
the matter which has not been referred to it. The Tribunal 
also cannot take notice of any event happening subsequent 
to the termination on 12-7-1992 even if that is a fact. 

6. Before proceeding to discuss the matter in controversy 
between the parties, it is necessary to mention that the name 
of the Bonk undersent i change during the pendency of 
the case and it’s new name is Industrial Investment Bank of 
India .Limited. 

7. Heard Mr, Anmava Ghosh, learned Advocate appearing 
tor the management and Mr, Madhusudim Dutta, learned 
Advocate for the Workman 


8. Apart from production of certain documents, lire work¬ 
man produced himself as a witness in this case. Manage¬ 
ment also examined two witnesses and it has also produced 
certain documents. 

9. In the schedule ot the reference the first point for con¬ 
sideration is whether the claim of the concerned workman 
as an employee ot the Bank since 1985 is correct. In this 
matter there is nothing excepting the oral evidence of the 
concerned workman that he w as appointed on 17-7-1985 and 
the General Manager of the Bank gave an order in writing 
to the Deputy General Manager to allow him the usual salary 
of a Driver which was Its. 550 per month. Ho also claimed 
to have received dress ot a Oliver and the facility of having 
free lunch with one menth’s leave from the Bank. He also 
stated that the system of payment of his salary was changed 
in 1988 from when he used to be paid Rs. 35 per day as 
his daily wages instead of his monthly salary. He admitted 
that he has no appomimsnt letter. About his mode of ap¬ 
pointment he stated that he filed an application for his appoint¬ 
ment as a Driver when he was working in Sefoli Motors 
knowing that there was a vacancy of Driver in the Bank. 
He also admitted that his name was neither registered in the 
Employment Exchange nor his name was sponsored by the 
Employment Exchange- He said that he was interviewed 
by one Ranjit Dutta the Caretaker of the Bank. From the 
evidence of MW-1 it appears that Ranjit Dutta was Assistant 
Caretaker of the Bank in 1985 and the post of Assistant 
Caretaker in a Class-Ill post. Such a man cannot have the 
authority to appoint a Dnvei, He also admitted that there 
are rules and regulations of the Bank for employment of 
drivers. The workman also admitted that he has no paper 
to show that the Bank ever appointed him as a Driver. He 
also stated that in case of regular employees of the Bank 
names arc forwarded by the Employment Exchange. In his 
case along with three others where appointment letters were 
not issued recruitment was made directly by the Bank with¬ 
out calling for the names Iiom the Employment Exchange. 
Apart from the solitary evidence of the concerned workman 
there is no other evidence, either oral or documentary, to 
ptove his appointment in 1985 as alleged by him. Manage¬ 
ment has strongly denied that the concerned workman was 
ever appointed as a Driver in 1985 as alleged by him. MW-1 
in his evidence has described the process by which the 
Drivers are to be appointed and the facilities enjoyed by the 
regularly appointed Drivers of the Bank- None of the for¬ 
malities stated by him wts admittedly fulfilled by the con¬ 
cerned workman before his appointment, nor he ever enjoyed 
those facilities as enjoyed by the regular Drivers of the Bank 
since his appointment ip 1985. From the above evi¬ 
dence it is clear that the concerned workman was never 
appointed as a Driver as alleged by him in 1985. 

10. Management’s case in this matter is that from 17-7-85 
till 12-7-1991 the concerned workman worked tinder different 
General Managers of the' Bank as their personal Driver from 
time to time and only on two occasions i.p. from 19-7-1988 
to 4-10-1988 and from 5-7-1989 to ll-7rl991 he worked as 
casual driver on daily wag.-, basis. MW-1 in his evidence 
confhroed this part of the case of the management. That 
the concerned workman was appointed in July, 1991 after 
the alleged termination of his service is confirmed by MW-2, 
K. Mohan Rama Rao, General Manager, Appraisal of the 
Bank, who stated in his evidence about the Workman’s 
appointment as his personal driver on that date and in sup¬ 
port of such statement he produced a log book, marked Ext. 
M-53 recording the attendance of the workman under his 
personal employment and vouchers showing receipt of allow¬ 
ance from the Bank in respect of Drivers, marked Ext. M-54 
collectively. 

11. Mr. Ghosh, [earned Advocate for the management 
blamed the concerned workman for delebarate sppperssion of 
facts after the alleged termination of his service on 12-7-91. 
As a matter of fact, such service under any particular person 
after the aliened termination of service has little relevance 
excepting its impart on ihe question of the grant of back 
wages, 

12. The concerned workman having thus hopelessly failed 
prove that be was ever i-ppointcd by the Bank in its regular 
employment in 19S5 and as a matter of fact there being 
absolutely no evidence on record in this matter excepting 
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tne oral testimony of the concerned workman himself m this 
matter, it would have tecu difficult for this Tribunal to 
believe lus alleged appointment by the Bank, either perma¬ 
nently 01 temporality or as a casual labour at any point 
of time, unless the management had admitted that {ic W9S 
engaged on two occations referred to above, as a temporary 
driver by the Bans, for which he used to be paid daily wage 
at the rate of Rs. 35 during each of these periods. The 
management having thus admitted that it has appointed the 
concerned workman as temporary driver on two occasions, 
itie poirit that will automatically come up for consideration 
shall be whether such temporary appointment was terminated 
in 'accordance with law. The management tried to establish 
that the concrened workman abandoned his service volun¬ 
tarily on i2-/-i991 and accordingly there was neither termi¬ 
nation of his service, nor there was any retrenchment under 
Section 2(oo) of fhe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. There 
is absolutely no evidence in this case that the concerned 
workman voluntarily abandoned his service. Noap of the 
two witnesses examined by the management have stated any¬ 
thing in this matter. No reason was shown by the manage- 

t :nt as to why the concerned workman would voluntarily 
andon his service to seek private employment, might be 
under the General Mauager, Management’s case m this 
matter >s that having found that his tenure of temporary 
employment was coming to an end that he sought private 
employment under the General Manager relinquishing his 
service under the Bank, tn such case, the appointment of 
the concerned workman would be temporary term appoint¬ 
ment. That was neither pleaded nor provejj. Mr. Ghosh, 
learned Advocate for the management wanted to impress 
upon this Tribunal that the immediate acceptance of the 
job of a Driver under Mr. Ramal Rao personally shows that 
he had volunteered to relinquish his service. Acceptance of 
personal service immedaitely after the termination of the job 
of the concerned workman does not necessarily imply that 
life concerned workman voluntarily abandoned 1 his service. 
Mr. Ghosh also submitted that the workman has failed to 
prove that there was any termination of his service by any 
one. Termination of service of an employee by his employer 
does Mot always require ati overt act like issuance of verbal 
or written order of termination, but it may take place bv 
stoppage of work or in any other manner compelling the 
wprkman not to perform his work. I have already stated 
that no reason has been shown as to why the concerned 
wprkman would voluntarily abandon his service and accord¬ 
ingly termination of his service, if not accompanied bv an 
overt ndt by the management, must be deemed to have been 
done bv anv covert act on its part. 


1 13. Admittedly, on the last occassion when the service of 
the concerned workman was terminated on 12-7-1991 the 
workman had completed more than 240 days of service as 
required under section 251- of the Industrial DTputes Act, 
1947. ’ Section 2?F requires the employer to issue termina¬ 
tion notice and payment of retrenchment compensation to 
thp employee before termination of his service. Admittedly, 
the management had not done so while terminating the service 
of the concerned workman on 12-7-1991. Management hav¬ 
ing failed to prove that the concerned workman voluntarily 
abandoned his service as shown above by me, the termina¬ 
tion of service of the concerned workman is retrenchment, 
under section 2(oo) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Com¬ 
pliance of Section 25F accordingly was mandatory and that 
having not been done, such termination was void ab-initio 
rendering the workman to be reinstated in service. Reference 
may be made in this connection to the cases of L. Robert 
D’Souza v. Executive Engineer, Southern Railway, reported in 
1982(1) LLJ 33(1, State Bank of India v. N. Sundara Money 
reported in AIR 1976 SC 1 111, Delhi Cloth and General Mills 
v. Shambhu Nath Mukherjee, reported in AIR 1978 SC 8 
and Mohan Lai v. Management of Bharat Electronics, repor- 
ted ln 1981 Lab. I.C. 806. 


14. Mr. Ghosh referred to the cases of Punjab Natic 
BS)nk v. Ghulam Dastpgir, reported in 1978 S.C.C, (L&S) ■ 
Standard Chartered Bank y. Asstt. Labour Commissic 
(Central) & Ors., reported in 19*2 L.L.R. (Cal.) 7 66 and Sii 
Sowing Machine Co. v. Presiding Officer, Labour Court 
Ngnpur & Ors., reported in 1998 L.L.R. 813 which show 
personal driver of the executive of the bank cannot be 
to be bank employee. These have hardly any relevant 
this case as the concerned workman was admittedly eng£ 


by the Bank. He also refereed to the case of liimumhu 
ivumar Vidyartln v. state .'£ hi liar, reported in AIR 199/ SC 
3657 where it is stated by the Hon’bie Supreme Cqurt that 
iciimnation ot service ol me daily wage employees cannot oe 
construed to be retrenchment. The finding having been made 
there in an entirely diftejem context where the employees 
were not engaged in any "industry” within the meaning of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 that case too has little relevance 
in this case. Reference was also made to the case of State 
of Maharashtra v. Danyaneshwar Rakmaji Aher A Anr., re¬ 
ported in 1998 L.L.R. 494 (Bombay) and State of Haryana 
v. om Prakash & Anr., reported in (1998) 8 S.C.C. 738 where 
the consequence of the daily-rated workman himself ceasing 
to report tor duty was under consideration. Here, in the ins¬ 
tant case, the service of the workman having admittedly bee o 
terminated these decisions too have no application in this 
case. Mr. Ghosh also referred to the case ot State of Uttar 
Pradesh v. Labour Court, Haldwani, reported in 1999(1) 
Labour Law Notes 847 (Allahabad) where it is held that re¬ 
fusal of employment of daily wager whose work comes to an 
end every evening and fresh employment is made every next 
day shall not amount to retrenchment. There being no evi¬ 
dence in this case that there was fresh contract of service on 
every day of the work of the concerned workman, this deci¬ 
sion cannot apply in the present case. Mr. Ghosh also refer¬ 
red to the case of Koodaranji Service Cooperative Bank Ltd. 
v. M. M, Lissy & Ors., reported in 1994 L.L.R. 56 (Kerala 
Division Bench) where it i$ stated that Casual daily rated 
appointment de-hors the rules or recruitment is not ‘retrench¬ 
ment’ within the meaning ol. Section 2(oo) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. No rules of recruitment was produced 
before this Tribunal to show whether there is any specific 
rule in respect of engagement of casual/temporary drivers. 
This decision also has no anriication. 


15. The point that is to be considered next is whether the 
concerned workman should be entitled to back wages. For this 
purpose Mr. Ghosh referred to the case of Union of Tndia v. 
Rajendra Kr. Sharma, repotted in 1993 Lab. I.C. 1018 where 
it is held that daily rated or casual employees are not entitled 
to wages for the days they do not work. This decision also 
has little relevance in the matter of grant of back wages as 
prayed for by the concerned workman as there was illegal 
termination of his service. The management accordingly shall 
be bound’ to pay Ihe back wage* to the concerned workman, 
unless it is proved that he was gainfully employed since the 
termination of his service. In the instant case, it appears 
from the evidence of MW-2 that the concerned workman was 
gainfully employed under him till December, 1992. It will 
also appear from his evidence that MW-2 did not terminate 
his service, but he left the same on his own accord. Though 
there is no cross-examination on this point, still it is difficult 
to believe that a jobless person would relinquish his service 
on his own accord, ft is, however, immaterial for considera¬ 
tion whether he left the service on his own accord or not. The 
question being whether he was painfully employed after his 
service under MW-2 ended in December, 1992 and there 
being absolutely no evidence that he was gainfully employed 
thereafter, 1 believe that be will be amply compensated for 
the loss of his service, if he is awarded 50% of the back 
wages that might be due to him for the lo«s of his service 
from January, 1993 till this date. 


16. bo, upon careful consideration of the facts and circum¬ 
stances, evidence on record and the position of law in this 
?? s f’ J am fo hold that the claim of the concerned workman 
that he was an employee of the Bank since 1985 was not 
correct, but still then, be being in the temporary/casual em¬ 
ployment of the Bank from a subsequent date, the manage- 
ment of the Bank was riot justified in terminating his service 
with effect from 12-7-1991. The management is arewdKfcV 

w™-k d t0 him in * ervlce ■" temporary/ cnr ,H 

voiknvm Wh from the said dabs of 12-7-1991 with 

back wages at ihe rate mentioned above. 


This is niv Award 


Dated! Calcutta. 

The 22nd October. 190 

A. K. OHAKRAVARTV, Presiding Officer 
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spi. *HT . 341 7-—?ri«frfW Tffafa^, 1947 

(Jib 4 7 «rrr u) ift nro 17 % h, 

’Tmr tfii qra TftTT % naftTrf^ % wra 

f%£#3Tafrr jftr 34% t-Hirp-'r % aflA, sr^itr ®T 

fAfate BWtftr# ftour A %Rtoi htrht motfw 
'qftr>creHI, wtr£ % wre Tr spfrrfwrr ttAt 
air qvf\f ti 1 - 11-99 aM $«rr 

«ft 1 ■ 

[A. OT-1 2 012/ 2 5 8/ 9SJtrT^T («fr-I I) ] 
*ft. AfilVTA, 3RT tff'R 

New Delhi, the 2nd November, 1999 

S.O. 3417.—In pursuance o Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cehtrftl Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central OhVefiiihdfit 
Industrial Triburuil-ll, Mumbai as shown in the Annotate 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
td the management of Hank of India and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 1-11-99. 

[No. L-120l2/2S8/98-lR(’B-ri)] 
C. GANOADHARAN, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRA!- GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. If, MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri 6.B. Pa trie, Presiding Officer. 


3. Today the parties hied joint application (Exhibit-7), 
contending that the consent award may be poised. It was 
read over to the parties and the recorded. Under such 
circumstances I pass the following order :— 

okbER 

Cohsent Award 1 ill terms of tht consent terms mentioned 
in Exhibit-7 h passed. 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 

EXHIBIT NO. 7 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2 AT MUMBAI 

Reference CGIT No. 2/79 of 1999 

BETWEEN 

Emplttyisf-s in r&afioft to the 

Man asps mint of Batik Of India. _ 1st Parly 

V/s. 

Shri tl. L. Salian, 

Represented by Bank of India 

Staff Union. .... 2nd' Party 

Joiht application by both the parties for passing of eorisettt 
Award: 

The captioned industrial dlfcpbte was referred tor adtatfica- 
tion to thik Hoh’ble Industrial Tribunal with - the ftwovrifig 
terms of refefence :— 

“liVheth er the action of the Manugepicnt of Bank of 
India in dismissing the: services of Shri U. L. Suite n 
is Ip gal and justified? if hot, to what relief the 
said workman is entitled ?" 

2. In respect of the aforesaid, reference thp workman 
through his Union has already filed the staleifieht of claim, 
as also the Bank has- filed its reply (hereto. 


Reference No. CGlt-2/79 of 1999 

Employers iN relation to the mAnagfment 

OF BANK OF INDIA 

The General Manager, 

BOI, Hied Office. 

Express Towers. 

Narinomn Point, 

Mumbai-22. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Rank pi India Stu^f Union, 

The General Secretary, 

BOISU, 

BQI BuiUjng, 

70/80 MG Road, 

FOrt, Mumbai. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employer: Mr. D. R. llarnagle. Representative. 
For the Workman : Mr. Parveen Patel, Representative. 

Mumbai, dated 13th October, 1999 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministrv of Labour by its 
Order No. L-12012/258/9$-IR(fi-lI), dated 31-3-99, had 
referred to the following Industrial Dispute for adjudication : 

‘‘Whether the action of the managerhent of Barik of 
India by dismissing the services of Sh. U. L. S'aTinn. 
from the services of the Bank of India is jtistrfiid ? 
If not then what relfef the workman is entitled 
to ?” 

2. Both the parties were served with the notice which was 
Send by the Secretary of the Tribunal. Before fifing of the 
Statement of Claim it was informed that sofrie dates may 
he given as the matter i, likely to be compromised. The 
jidjourrjnrnts were granted. 


3. The gist of tht industrial dispute aS stated above is 
pertaining to the dismissal of Shri’ Urifesh LxSktf Shiran: for 
having spbittMted a fibgus stBool' leading ceriflttcait 
his nSme is mentioned ai Urntsh Loku f'oOjafy, - dffWriihs 
as per the entries available iij the settob) register On vtiflflCa- 
tioh it, is ieVtodfeii tfhit the nriitl certificate belong to Ohi 
Shfi Umesh Lbfcb PpbfaVy. Mebte it is a clBaf cut cake of 
impel sonafron by Shri U. L. Poojary surftolifionsly claiming 
himself hs Umesh Loku Salian arid submitting a bogus school 
ltavfng certificate fn support of this clarnt. AcCordtosly, by 
this dubious method he has secured eUrpfbytwent in tfit 
bank ns Umesh Loku' Salftln. 


Additionally, there is even discrepancy in the date Of bfffh, 
at one place it is stated' as 12-1 O'-1953, whereas in the' 
another certificate it is stated as 15-2-1954 



6. During such discussions with Shri SsftiEtn ai well as 
bunk of India Staff Union retire'bn tiny him, as abftve, ft 
was considered that the Bank would agree for his reiuitBte- 
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incnt in the Bank s service on the following terms and 
conditions:— 

*A> Tliat Shri U. L. Salian as well as the Bank oi' India 
Staff Union, agrees that he has submitted a bogus 
school leaving certificate, which belonged to one 
Shi i Umesh Loku Poojory. 

■>hri U. L, Salian as well as the Bank of India 
Staff Union agree that by virtue of this bogus 
school leaving certificate he has got employment 
in the Bank in the name of Shri U. L. Salian. 

Shri U. L. Salian as well as the Bank of India 
Staff Union expressly agree that his name Umesh 
Loku Salian should be continued to remain on the 
service record of the Bank for all purposes. 

Shri U. L. Saliuu as well as the Bank of India 
Staff Union further agrees that his date of birth 
i.e. 12-10-19S3 should be entered in his service 
record for the purpose of determining his date 
of retirement etc. 

(ii) Shri Lt. L. Salian as well as the Bank of India Staff 
Union expressly agree that the period from the date 
of the dismissal till the date he resumes duties 
(i.e. within 15 days fiom the date of the consent 
award), he will not claim any salary, allowances, 
increments, provident fund, gratuity, or any kinds 
of monetary and/or non-monctary facilities what¬ 
soever. 

Shri U. L. Salian as well Bank of India Staff 
Union further expressly agree that they will not 
raise any dispute pertaining to this aspect at any 
time in future in any Court/Aulhorlty or before 
any other forum. 

(iii) Shri U. L. Salian as well Bank of India Staff Union 

expressly agree that instead of dismissal from the 
Bank’s service, he would accept the lenient punish¬ 
ment of “bringing down his basic pay by two stages 
in the scale of pay permanently" in terms of Clause 
21(iv)(c) of the Sixth Bipartite Settlement dated 
14-2-1995, It is further agreed that lie will not 
be entitled for any future increments including 
stagnation increments till the date of his super¬ 
annuation and it is expressly agreed by Shri U. L. 
Salian and Bank of India Staff Union that they 
will not claim or raise this issue before any Court/ 
Authority or before any forum now or hereafter. 

(iv) It is further agreed and understood by Shri U. L. 

Salian as well Bank of India Staff Union that by 
virtue of this understanding and terms of settlement 
and consequent reinstatement of Shri Salian in the 
Bank’s service it will not be understood or Implied 
at any time that the departmental enquiry taken 
by the Bank against Shri Salian stands condoned 
or excused nor will it be construed to fhis effect 
at any time in future. 

(v) It is expressly agreed by Shri U. L, Salian as well 

Bank of India Staff Union that the settlement in 
respect of his case will not be quoted or cited 
by them as a precedent for any case of the like 
type, which may arise in future. 

(vi) It is further expressly agreed and understood by 

Shri U. L. Salian as well Bank of India Staff 
Union that this gesture of the- Bank for reinstating 
Shri Salian is purely on humanitarian considera¬ 
tion and shall not form any precedent. 

(vii) It is expressly agreed by Shri U. L. Salian as well 
Bank of India Staff Union, that upon his reinstate¬ 
ment in Bank's service and after the punishment 
us detailed at point (iii) above is imposed upon 
Shri U, U. Salian, he would be posted outside 
Mumbai South Zone, but within the language area 
as per the requirement of the Bank. For this 
purpose he would report to the Chief Manager 
(Personnel), of Mumbai South Zone. 

3343 01/99—23 


7, In token of having agreed to the aforesaid terms both 
the pmies to the industrial dispute viz. Management of 
Bank of India through Its representative and the Worknjan 
and his Union representing him before this Hon’ble Industrial 
Tribunal have appended their signatures of having expressly 
agreed with the aforesaid tenns. 

8 . Accordingly, both the parties i.e. Management of Bank 
of India as well as Shri U. L, Salian and the Bank of India 
Staff Union, jointly prays to this Hon’ble Industrial Tribunal 
to pass a "CONSENT AWARD" on the temis of settlement 
as stated hereinabove. 

Dated at Mumbai, this Thirteenth day of October One 
Thousaid Nine Hundred and Ninety Nine, 

Representing Bank of India Representing Bank of India 

Staff Union 

Sd/- $d/- 

Shri D. R. Hamagle, Shri U. L. Salian, 

Chief Manager (I.R.), Workman 

Bank of India. 

Sd/- 

Sliri Pravccn Patel 
Sd/- 

.Shri Satlsh Khanolkar, 
General Secretary, 
BOI Staff Union 
(Affiliated to AIBEA) 

fewft, 1 1999 

’YT.JTT. 3418.—'q’tmfiTtf; faqi? rtffffatTff 
1947 ( 1947 $7 14) A 117X1 17 % STJffr T # 
PRSHT LOT «Nr XTffi sfWTffT . rrq tsmx 
% SUFFIX % XT3 fff‘T>Xff7 qftt 

qnTFTU qr sfrff tut/Tct ir jftsnfw ftrrrc 

ir 5fxir['ffT nftRTXH TteT (XTSTHTUr) k: 7X7X 
77 SHTTfiffiT qrrtfr %: XT tjrtTR XT 29-10-9 9 

ff'r Tffff ffjrr m i 

{RffffT crx-12012/213/ 9 i-mi *rrx (aft-IJ J) ji r-lj 

XT. t+T RT xfjqiT^T 

New Delhi, the 1st November, 1999 

S.O. 3418,—In pursuance of Section l 7 o f the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government here¬ 
by publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, Kota (Raj.) 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of State Bank 
of Bikaner & Jaipur, Kota and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 29-10-1999. 

[No. L-l201 2/213 /9 1 -IR(B-m>/B.I] 

G. ROY, Desk Officer 

'ffBTT’iYsr ri’Hfffh'T -XXTftFFXff Rfix tTxi rnf . ; 

fWl ITffTX : R>XTl(%nffrr)- 1 2/9 I 

frfffT Rrrfax : .io/a/9 1 

XffTff: 'crxx ffXTTX xq ffffTWT % ri r X7 

12012/213/9 1 -XTi.mX. (*ft- 3 ) 

21/23-8-91 

SiWyfw fffTT? JTfsrfffqq 194 7 
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my 

TOE. %. EMI 5 ITT EfEXlfte, R3 

I'sp terr be em Mm?*- 

Etefto tTTftf^uFT wi, Eto i 

-ste ’Efte 

te 

k^q- heejet x%3 Ef. si fa teTEte rfaR 

TOEI3 , 

^ l r»fx3JM 17333 T73T t 

-EteWT fTOfME 

TOtepr 

sjt totem extie ct 

TO3 , TR M. EE. 

site Efto Eft sftx Jr terfafsT:— te ^t.*rT3.fit?ft 
terto toto sft srt3 % terfBte—■ «ft xfr. 4t. xrto 
EfErtofB faBfa: is-8-9 9 

: wferfrofar :. 

vi pcct eteee, r fr teMB, e$ tort spt 
ST 3T fEM fM?W sftEtfw toTE srfafEBE, 1947 
(fR% Tf"T3T f B ‘fate BEE” XT XTBtfte f%RT RT%TTT ) 

Efi etttt io (I vc) % totote sxt MPuterpE 

ft EfatoteB xteter faqT w |.— 

“Whether the action of the management of the State 
Bank of Bikaner and Jaipur in denying the benefit 
in terms of Bank’s circular No. PER/62/82, dated 
13-5-82, of past temp, service rendered by the work¬ 
man Shri R. K. Gupta, was justified? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled to 7" 

2 . fater RRiftEhTer Jf ert $t% 73 m 
X fTOTOX faET BBT W EETBEfa BE TRET ETkt Eft 
EBt I Sfte ■SffBET TOP. %. XfMT Eft Sft3 E EJrR 
x£3iE3 SfXiJE EP flWT *T Eg frfEEftet faBT EBT 

t arte =tefa arm atosfr ster sttosm, xfc 
*fa vrffa wtoR TOP ^ITT3, sWfcj'BE orte, ^31 
( tpE d TH <. 1 ET sfdM^it fTOTMB «fa” if BHteE 
faTO toeet ) % Bgt fTOftror it fa 2 - 5-74 xt 

SRX^wr EBfTOPt % EE if totfdd gtEP TOTT fafa 
10-9-77 it XTOBt ETBRTVt BEEP TOTETE TOE EEB 

tor ret w t 1 m Eg vft EftoftTO fspirr 

EET % fa B HkE i M d H EUTRT gT3T X^3 fa 

wfa sftorr bete TOTOTEfE % srapur if fa 

ie-i-76 te toe trow TifR fRsrr bet BTfrorfEto 

e afTOnto term % eextom srfroto % eipr, 

sffiTWt fa % T>E EVft fa'ETffaf Et tote 
5fTOft XTBlfE % 'JET 3VR3 ^ if 240foTO 
BEq- te f^ET m, wji vi3«mfr fEEtror Jf ^tet 51331 - 


ftTcf ffTTT EET 3fT SfVt W ETErar E EE?^lf3*ff % 

Um ^‘tte ?nfE % ET4pr % ertb Jr ijrxnfrra's 

EET E 3^3 EE33 m; tnPT^T^f T.^TfEBTOT V 
EtE h/P EEW*ld I Et XPEW |3TT ET fjRT XTWt% 

% TOfEK 5rfxPT??fV W 3T3T XR qfTTra’ OT "tdfBTi 
26/89 k. 10-5-79 V\ ET^t f*fEf 3ET «IT fafTT 
EEE EftTef 5PpTT3 7^13^ 'FTElfTEf ^t 
sRtfT Vt faBR xjfTE TT BTOcTTE f^Ef BET ET, fTOXJ 
%3T ^Tf^rfXEt TT EXT TOTfff Ett EEE affaEf Eft 
3 t EEt frrxr tTEfst Jr E ETXXlfEEt 37E % fEERE 
Jr E^t E I EEP-BIT^ srfEESft ^Ei ST3T X&3 X1E3T 
t ’ TE^f E tr^ftjftT^TOT % XTTE ‘jf ETXT? if E? XEtEE3 
foET EET fET EEE g3FwE 'E’fit %■ EETElfXEt % 
fTO% 3 cTE Eft EEET ET3E EEE 1SXT WEftr Eft 
ixTE tffiET vft XTfwrfEE Eft ETEEt E xt fEf W EE- 
Elf3Et EfT EXETEt %ET Jt E^T Ei^T E?t 5PJEE fEET 
EET ET I !m7 E5 vft ’WfEE^EE fEET EET $ far 
srftTEWt ^Ei if EEE EEtEEEtfEE WEXTR EnRrTfEEf 
Eft EPT E^ETE % E^EE Xt EEi Ef3E5f ’KEtEi EEfEEi 
62/82/fcEtET 13-5-82 EE TfRT vft fEET EET faxi 
EftEE EE[XTT3 SffaEWt EEf ^ETraE EEfEET, fEBTET- 
«E¥ff Eft E? fEEW vft fEET EETET fEf# EE EE- 
ETfTET Eft fEEEE fEBRTT EEE ETET =E3 fvTET 
ijfEE Ep: fET E 1 EXT XTEE Ef feir faff % far? fEERT 
EEE fEET EEL E*EE^f« ETT Efitter ETET 45 
teff % XPE3 EX^E EPi I tei E| Tft?iteFteT fEET 
EET | fET ET«ff >EfEET Eft SrfeTE«ft dE 3T3T EEET 
$V VtfEEEfxEf 8T3T EEE Eft'TE XfXEi EEftpfi 6 2/82 
eeet ext% eetee xfFitter etet ex^e epe Eft 
^EET ETVft BT E^f €\ EEt I ETEf STteff Eft EEE 
Ef3EE Eft ETBETrft EE jf EE JTT«ff erfEEf 

% srftEsft % % ttttjet xrfrtfte etet feo 27-7-90 

EE EX^E ET3 fEET fE^g BTT'fWT EET ST3T HT«ff 
«rtefi Eft EEff EE fE. 13-4-91 % E? ^fEE 
fEET EET fET Et«ff ’EfiTEi EE ETET fE'dtfXE TTEfw 
Eft xitET Jr Tt ter % EE3E ItefRtrtE Eff 3R 
ft vftr sxr EEE 3 ate teEE Eft pee EfxEErExnr 
xrm m e^t tor ter 1 xtte 1 Eg vft srfvrEffEE 
tor EET ft fa Er<t EXE EftTE Jr ETgf vft e? 
XE'E tef % fa 4 5 to Eft EEfa EfT ET3*B EfE 

Jr terr ee srr«ff «rf*TEr, jrfEE# ^ jrxr Er«rf 

pfte EE TOTE EfXEE Eft ETEEfRt Egt te % EE3W 
TOTE EflTT'S fEXTTT EfXTE Jr ST'faE 4 5 fdEXT Eft VfEfE 
% EFtef vft EfEEE 3T3T EEE TOTE EE '-EM E ETET 
Eto EE 5ffEEE3t 3^T | Eft ETE Sfte «lfEEf EE 
JteE Ef3fac3P[Xrr3 3,4109.40 9. 3gT EE: 

Site *rfBET EE BX^/f EEE XEtEEX faET ETtr | 

3. EfEESTT fEEMET E*Ef Eft 5Tt3 E xratfBE 
TOTTE Eto EX^E EP Sfte teEE> % EEE Evtq- 



[tmr II—fa 3(ii)] *tror ro tttow : ww 

ft <TOrtta ~ R ffataTO t W #?ma TOW a#T 
Jf ag afwfw ff ar aaT $ far to# «rfaar, srfaa# 
tf gror mat afam a. ^nf*pp/ 6 2/s2 fa. 

13-5-82 %WTaTO WTO faft 4 5 ffaa gt TOTTO 
#a ta W TOn ft I WPT ag # #WPf#T ff ar 
am | f*P to# #af at afaa# tf arm m# 
TW ft TOTO#, 4 f<H3" mat g"# % aaa 

#gt ^ft#, # TO# srfaar 3 TOT -TOT 

aftw gror faaffw aaarafa ^ wm rota srtga 
a$r fam aar | aa m# #aar wma if aw 
qftcrg- % arena to fkma toww# ro afcrroat 
TO?r agr %, to; m# «rf*nP to aw-r #ra maa 
frow ff ar mn; i 

4. g% h aamr a atfarar ar m if ar# mfaar 
ft #a if mf aT# 3 TR. %. to to aaa-w ar§a frorr 
tot | fro’ to afafafar atwr# sror afaaftmff 
a# | i a#fta area if atrer amt i am. 

7 awa ara aaftra mwrt to t i Hu'I'm 
amaaa a#ar frorr mam i 

5. afaa# faatwp ft ak it atfaar area if 

af#aa ta- %■ #$#, arwaampaa- #, 5ft. ^. 
ar# #f fkr fkrfV, fkr ga aatf fair «m, 
fafam war. #. at. k TOtfnr akrgr fkr f wTaw 
sre^a fro to £ fro to afafafa a# gror afa- 
kkrr ft a# 11 strata area if aikr arot m- 1 
maraa 4 tot aaja roc aaftra wart at 1 fmaw 

aaiaaa m%u ffar artar 1 

6 . #f am a# % fairer afafafaaa aft aga 

^ft a?a aaro: aa% aro aTaarof % aroa 

|aar aarroft a aa^a aTa%^ to 
isTroftror frorr 1 

7. ana amir, «ta aroaa sror ar^faa ara 
fata froK ara a? ^t % far "tot afaasft faTOror 
gror anff afro to afawf ^ar% af<aa a. arrfa«r 
62/82 fa. 13/5/82 %a^n ara aaar a$rfrorr 
am afro T^a ta m t ? afa a$f at ar«ff afarr 
tot rr?a aaa ror% to sdroad | ? ” jrjtt aamr 
if afff aat % a to aa tto fTarfror a^f t^t t 1 % 
afrosfr tar gror aro affaa awr arfror /62/s2 
fa. 13/5/82 aff arfr farar tot ar faa% TOjair 
qffm a wrfa-T fta a>a TOiarfTaf afamraafa 45 
faaa^aa ^feaf to aaa a^a fam tott to i afro 
am % aw Tg aro vft faarfaa aft a^r ^ far srreff 
«rfaar jirr aaa afVaa % a^arr aak #aa af? 
acroaf wt akraa afaasff fa-ftatr % agr fa. 
27-7-90 art anja farar tot faam a%a afrafa- 
am ^ar sttt ata aafa. 13-4-91 aarafafaar aa 
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aira nar aafa mga a farar mar arga ga faarr 
if aft faar tot i maf «rfaar arR. %, amr to ^^7 
■sraftr afra a fara ara % ama if wra-aa 
to a? arm mfr i, far aaaakas- tot aiaf «rfaar 
aft aaaaa stto arg maif, 90 ifaa gar aa ar«ff 
afaar a a mm ^rfmr a 1 iff ar aimaifTaf aft anff 
afaar a afaar aaa aaara farar ar Tgr to att aa a 
aaa faaa if a^ ara to aaa ag at magar far 
faroff aafa aft tmr afsTt 14 ft aft f at e 
a tror glmat aaa aftaapjaR ft aft ^ 1 wta-aa 
€r afroNtm aa ag area ft t^t |far aaa qftaa 
aft mam ft afaaa aatarfaRsa, faftar TOtyia 
af#r aim sttt aaak to gf «ft 1 araf «rfaa aft 
aaa arm a; faafta afamft areft aa.%. afrmff arm 
aamar aft araa-aa to ama : ag arm agt | far 
afaasft tar gnr at tt afaaa arft fat aia ft a 
‘ aaft affaa arm if arraw aft artmRt/afaarrffa'f 
aft araaaft aa% akr % fm fafire aara re 
aaaw aga % 1 afamff tar jrt araar afaaa ar 
afa a am ma % mraa tm afa karrt gf, awfw a 
amroft if aartf arrrit | m s^ft afa tar if arrtw 
aaw «rfy+ifm/araarffaf % aaatmrra falw wroa 
to aafr mtt 1 1 afattff ar# aff art ag arm at 
% far aw mfr affaa aror 3 m 1 1 rora 
aa aff afaaftar to ag arm at tfr % far afmr# 
ar# aa; 82 if afar# tar a rat if mara agtagr 
| aftar aa^a if antra agr 1 1 to# aft art ag 
am aftanftfaa at mfr | far garf agt wnyr if Ta¬ 
mm gta a# afaaa fafam-kwa afama if aff 
mat t at TOrfan agt mat t far gari -agr tiff 
afaro# a# 7 # % 1 art ag attaRtfw # a^t g far 
grot agr ana afamff artarfaat % #'tt gta % 
gwrero gra# # afror# # agt agt ft wafa^ to#- 
yfw to, tow aw afaaa to gfaa gra % aff? 
gaararo agf araart at ti afaa# ar# aatpfrra 
aa, fafga, im tow aftfR afara am # 
mra-aa aa ag area aft % fa ar# srar mar a top 
wa. %. war ft tw afaaa % awt if at 9 0 if mrf 
amfta agf # aft t 1 a#Tatar aa ar# # ag 
ktararfm # aft t far ag to# afaar ft Tta-rr 
% #a aaa aarwar aratta grff ft agfr 1 1 art ag 
attroatfw # a# I fa tot afaaa m# gtt % aaa 
ag ar# afaa# tar ft fam ar# aiw if arrtw 
agT to #a mat mar tot afaaa totor aara mra 
tow farar aar to i ar# arg faa^aa, 83 % aia a' 
arm if. maaa mar ar agr 1 1 farm afafafa afar# 
ft aw ai# at a rea ar mat if ag aga # aff g fa 
to# #aar mar tot ar# a ara#a a tot afara at 
mamar gtai maa-TOf ft afaaftar to araa farar 
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&, FfaF fft waft urn ifFnr nrfarr 

% far fa FfaFR ffarr nrr t jtjt n*ff fafa fa 
fft ffr f FRFifa far 3ft ftf tff: ffan rfa' 
11 fa fFsrr farfafF stfiroft fa OTTHTfaFT 
ffanr ffarr 1 faFTfa nfa stwtf ffr jw ffarF far- 

qrsff far fa tm-TW fa faFTfttTT T 5 " fa jfaFRTFFn 

vft fat & ft? sTfiroft graft w fnrrar, 83 ir ‘ff mwr 

tr/ryTF faFF ’ fan if FPRF faT & I farfaft graft 
I fa faff fa fatFR>fFT vft' 7 fa!'&jfF qfpFT TFT Frft 

ffat gra % rmv fa ffafpriFt wrar if farnffa 
T=rr «rr 1 fif fa ^faFRTf'RV fa nft § % Jtlfaraft 
gifa 7PT fa TFT FfTfa % SrpiR t[fan 

=rt' ftf ran fFn vn I 1 ftf fa RftFifafnr 
vfY vfa | fF sffafa rafa fa ^T«ff siftF ifntrw 
nfafto fa Kirfi Tift | I sfVTCfV F.tff Vf WWJ 
fa n ffa fa fFfa’FF fa far F ^90% irara iraga 
ij ffff s ft rarara raraF fFn Fn 11 jrfntfa 
nfa fa wfa n^rnra % graver if facR-fran ft fat 
TiT^r vfr Tfa It fF ff srrarr % Fvffafnff ir 
fm snafaer fafa T?;ft i fFra; Frfa sra ft gift 
ftt FFn fF nrfa farm FFgrfrfa ir ffar nni 
if 9 tt nfa fa ft Fra fft graft fa graft % grttR 
qr nfa ftfftF fa graft fa gFR"-FTR fT^f fa’l'f 
ft grrar 1 TftrF w "rra-T 3 % rraffara 
ft FffFrefr rap gpr rw qrfara % <ra f . 2 if fftt 
srsFSRr/faflwrtFaT rfr f? rae fa?tr vft farr ^r k 

fa t Ffara ir wrfaF £fa WFrfrff Fit 
T fara i ’i+i fT Frarr f%f 45 faw % F^arr 
T7?F % far FFFT FTFlfar I Ffiwft faFtFFT Fit FF 
f srqrFr rafw ? f farT *rm f f? Fiftf snrrfaF 
Fff fairr fft I fa Frar ff-ff ffft faFrFrsFar 

JTTT Fpff FfFFr FT TFT FtTFF F FfaFP^FK Ffaf 
y fFFT FT Fwft gfaF fFFT FFT FT I Ffafat ffafatF <T 
FtT ir srr«ff ? FfFF % FF Frq ftftf t^f % FF fpjt 

tT FF^FF FFFT fa<TTFTtF l F Ft vft FfVT F FTFF F r 
-I'ftfaF F(ff FTFIFT FFT f FF Ffarsft fFFtFF F?t 
FtfaF FF FF'FiF FTSF F FjT tft FF^ FFffaF Fft 

fan | fa fft Ffara Fift fat % Firarr srr«ff FfFF 

% 5 ftr F FfT fa I w% ^rfaffaF FFF Tfa'TF % JRT 
rfa FFFTFT FFFift Ft F^frTF MFt % fa f 3)V. ffa? 
fa if itFT FFF 5Rfa Fr fFSFf FFF 'FFFTF fan 
FFT I, Tfat Slfrfaf Ft FFt fff FTfa sft FrfFF 
FFF faSFT vft ft FTFF FF^T FFF FTF faFt FtFT 
FTFfaF fa'TT FFT ft FT FfFFSft fFFTFF FFF FT FT 

nt FTprarfFra Ttrr i fa nr ftf pft ft ffffTt- 

FFRFrT FTF? =FfFF Ft FT FFF Fffaf FT F.F FFR 
FTFT FF FFFF FfaTiF Ft FFFIF FTFf Fffa FfF- 
FWtfFFfaF JFf Ff'-ff qfFF FT FFF FffFFTFFP' 
FF fait % FF7TFT vft FF% FfT F^ Ftf v^TFW fat 


fFFT FfT % I Ffaf FfFF IRT FFT Ffnra F?t F(F- 
Frft fFF^ FT FF fa. 2 7-7-90 Ft FFT FfTFFIFFF 
FFTr FTF FTgF fFFT FTT FF vft FTff FfFF % 
WT Ft Ff Ffa fa jfaF FFFtFfF % FT fat 
F FTTF fFFRiftr fat t, FPff FfFF F FtF FT 
faFTT F«f fFFT FTT Fk F fa FFT FfTfatfFFT FT 

ft sftf fan nrr i FfFFsft ffat^F Fit Ftr it nr vft 
FFTffar fat fan Fn t fa Ff "3FT fTtffrfr 
fart FTF FFfa F?t nfaF faF ffeFt fa - T^FT TftT 
FFFF FfWF FFtF FTFT fatFR fan FFT f FF 
TFT If FfTFTF % nnf if 45 faFF Fft ?TFftf ^t 
Ffaftn FFTn FTFT faF fFFFt % ntftF FFT fFF 
FffffafFFf if FTFFIF T?T t FF FfFFWt fFFtFF 
iTTT FTFf fair F.Ft FfTFF FFTT . FTfFF/62/82 fa . 
13-5-82 % FTTT FFvT FTF H if FFT FTFT fafa fa 
fftt % fafa fa ,ff Ffa far t FraraTF nfa 
FfFF FFT FfTFFfaFR If far fafat FT FTF FTTF 
Ffa FT fatlFTTt far | I 

8 . FF: FFT FfaF fafaF % WTHTT FT ' FTfa 
TTTFTT, «TF FFTFF, fa fafat JTTT Ffaffa fafar 
FT IF FFTT Ffafa fFFT FTFT ?, fF Ffarfa ffat- 
FF ^faF FFnF, fa? fa: FIF faffar Tfn fafa, 
fafafan rfas Ftn, stttt nfa fafar kit, It . farr 
Ft far F qffaF fasKT Ft(ff/ 62/82 faFTF 13-5-82 
% faFR si nr #ff ffan f ffuf .qffarvr 
FFIF fat FTFT fFfa fa FFR F fafaf fa FF . fat 
faT ft, TW FPff fafar, fafafa ffarFF ir- 
FFT FfTWIfaR nfa fafap FT FIFT far rjffat 
F FFTR FFTF qffalVT FFF Ffa FT ^ftTFrfr faffa 
ffalT FTFT o I 

TF affirffafa fa faffa TRFR FT ffan^FTT- 
TFRFra fFFnFT Ft# I 

FfatWFFTF Ffa, ?nFTfaF 

fa ffafa, 1 wn, 1999 

FT. FT. 3419-—fafafFF ffalF fafafaF, 
1947 ( 1947 FT 14) fa FRT 17 F .faTRF 
if, %fa:F FTFR qffaF Ifa, Ffar % snmfa 
F gfa ffatFFT far FFF FFFRtf F fan, FFFH 
if fFfnr FfaffaTF ffaTF if fafafaF fasFTF, 
Stfar % fan: Ft FFlftlF FTFt fa fasfa 
FTFR Ft 29-10-1999 fa SH faT n I 

[f. fa-41012/194/9 8 -rfa. nr. (fa.-l)] 

fa. T:F, iTF fafafat 

New Delhi, the 1st November, 1999 

S.O. 3419.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 194 7 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of tho Industrial Tribunal, Ajmer 
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as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bertvetT 
the employers in relation to the management of Paschim 
Railway, Ajmer and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on 29-10-1999. 

[No. L-41Ql2/194/98-IR(B-J)] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

RRsisr 

-rnrrpM ; nr 'Rirhir opr Rtiftfw 'RiRrfRffiT 0 !, 

*RR. : tft. mi. .WT- 10/99 

Tb't'flr r ; . : o;tr. ■— 41012 / 194/9 s/rtt Ujr. 

( 4 Y-I) 

'RRCTOr TR NT RKTRRR/f, Of- ^"aiRT, faRT 
rr?r 1 


New Delhi, the 3rd November, 1999 

S.O. 3420.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal-Cum-Labour Court No. 2, Mumbai us shown 
in the Ahnexuic in the Industrial Dispute between the employ¬ 
ers. in' relation to the management of United Western Bank 
Ltd., Sataro and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 1-11-1999. 

[No. L-l2C12/530/98-IR(B. I)] 
G. ROY, De k 6fflcer 

ANNEXtIRE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. If 
MUMBAI 

PRESENTS 


— RTRt 


SHRI S. B. PANSE 


RfRTR 

■efTO RRR7TR1R RrfaiRT 
ifwft 7RR, N'jfip: l 


( RiRR bps' RE), 

—fare?! 


RR5T 

VElEnsfrE «ft RR. RE. RRW'R, ER. RE. E. RE. 
3RfWT : 

RTVff ifff WIT E : NT RE. %. 9 TEE, 

RfaEEET 

RETEt ffil RT7 % : Rftf EEftEE R^TT I 

foTEP : 14-10-99 


RETS' 


PRESIDING OFFICER 

REFERENCE NO. CGIT-2/16 of 1999 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT OF 
THE UNITED WESTERN BANK LIMITEd 

The Asst. General Manager (P&A), 

Head Office, 

172/4, Ravivarpeth, Shivaji Circle, 

Satara 415001 

AND 

THEIR WORKMEN 

Shri Chandrashekar, 

S/o Sh. Pralhas Ghugre, 

R/o HIG, B-13. Trimurthy Najjar, 

Ring Road, 

Nagpur. 


APPEARANCES : 


rnvfr TEE TE^EE Rtff I EHff 4E RtT E Rfa- 
cpEtT RT RE. EtEE E wf&TE ffrfR ET^T 

fT.qr fffi rik wst mr e Elf gERT tut 

I TEE E«E *1 W vTTfoT ?TET % fffi SEE? 
TRR 1 ^E HERE E Rr? H iff % ET HERE 

EE RTE RUT RHfRi RESET t I 


FOR THE EMPLOYER: Mr. S. S. Nenc Representative. 
FOR THE WORKMEN : Mi, S. G. Bobade, Representative. 

Mumbai, dated the 15th October, 1999 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its Or¬ 
der No. L-12012/530/P8/1R(B : I), dated 8-1-1999, had referred 
to the following Industiial Dispute for adjudication: 


EEE IPPTE if 'W TfrfcRfR E “ ffi'lf fRETE R^t' 
URLS' RlftR fSRf ETET ?? 9it REST RTE>I< ffit ETRT 
SRRRRTR fRRRTRRK RET RTR I 

ET 7 . RE. TOR, SR'RrBfR 


“Whether the action of the management of the. United 
Western Bank Ltd. through the Asstt. Geuen.l Mana¬ 
ger, Satara in allegedly dismissing from service of 
the Bank without notice to Shri Chandrashel har S/o 
Pralhas Ghugre workman of the said Bank is legal 
proper and just 7 If not what relief the vorkman 
is entitled to 7” 


Rt fRETiT,. 03 RE*HR, 1999 

EE. ET. 34 2 0-—afrETRR flRI EfafRET, 
19 17 ( 1947 EE 14 ) Rlt UTTI 17 ^ ERETE 
R, TELE ETEET EERR? ERE tffi fEfalR, 
HRTU ffi SfRkSjcTR % Ru-4 fEETEEE EtT TRY TEEETT 
% SflR, HREE E fRIRU^T RrarfEffi faRTT R %RfiR 
(RW RTRlffTT RfRRRT, EE-TOR-El? R, 2, 

vfai % TERR E?t SRRfRR TTRt % %^R 

TO3UK R?t 01-11-1999 TOt RRR ^RT Rf I 

[R. r pT- 12012/S30/98-RTT RK( RT-I)] 
TR, Rf&RRTt 


2. The union filed a statement of claim at Exhibj't-8. The 
management filed a written statement at Exhibit-10 There¬ 
after the union filed a Rejoinder at Exhibit-11. I lave fra¬ 
med issues at Exhibit-12. Four issues are to be treated as 
preliminary issues. 

3. Cbandrashekhar Pralhas Ghugre, the workman filed his 
affidavit at Exhibit-14, when the matter was for cross 1 summa¬ 
tion. The parties filed applications contending that th 3 matter 
is likely 10 be settled. They sought adjournments on that 
ground. 

4. Today the parties have filed settlement at Ejbibit-19. 
They admitted the terms of the settlement. In view of the 
settlement I pass the following order:—- 

ORDER 

The Award is passed in terms ol settlement (Ex-19), 

S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer 
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EXHIBIT NO. 19 

fcgfrO&E THE. HONTfLE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
mBtj^fRtAL TRIBUNAL (C) NO.2 MUMBAI- 

(Ket: dGIT/16 of 1999. 

■fflfc United Wfttteffi Batik Ltd 

Hfead Office. Satara. Party Nt>. I 

Vs. 

C. P. Ghutre<—workman • - Party No. 2 

Sub : Grant of consent award, 

May it plea sic your honour— 

Both the parties most humbly submit that the Memo-andum 
o! Setdehiedt Was fixed to bfe submitted btfOie this honourable 
tribunal on 15th October 1999. 

Accordingly we submit the Memorandum of Settlement for 
the grant of consent award ftfefbrtt this Hon’blo Tribunal. Kindly 
grant the consent award as per tbe terms and cond.tions 
mutually agreed as pet the Mfembraftflflm of Settlement. 

Prayer : Consent aWatxl Be fttahted as requested above. 

C. P- Ghuftre, 

Workman. 


Nagpur, the industrial Dispute Is presently seized for 
its adjudication before the Presiding Officer, Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, at Mumbai 

ID) And whereas the Second Party by voluntarily admit¬ 
ting Its misconduct has now approached the first 
rty hrough the United Western Bank Karmachan 
ngh, the workmen union, recognised by the First 
Party ind requested to reinstate the Second Party in 
the se "vices of the First Party, with a sympathetic 
approach. 

(E) And whereas according to the First Party, there is 
no merit at all in the case of the Second Party Never¬ 
theless, the First Party is prepared to consider the 
case of the Second Partv purely on humanitarian con¬ 
siderations! and rehabilitate the Second party, by 
reinstatement in its services. 

(F) And whereas to reduce in writing conditions of the 
settlement, the Memorandum of Settlement witnesses 
as under :— 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

(1) It is agreed by ;ha First Party to reinstate the Second 
Party in its services with effect from 1st November 
1 999. 


S. S. Nenfe 
Representative of 
Party No- 1 i.e. 

U.W.B., H.O. Satara, 

S. G. Bobade 
Representative of 
Workman. 

DATE : 15-10-1999. 

Place : Mumbai. 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

(Under section 2(p) and sfe&tion 18(1) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 read with ttite 58 of the Industrial Disputes 
[Central] Rules, 1957) 

NAMES OF TT-IE PARTIES 


(2) It is agreed by both the parties tHat on reinstatement 
in the services the Basic Pay fixation of the Second 
Party will be at the sltth stave i.e. Rs. 2,385. The 
Second Party will he entitled for the corresponding-— 
Allowance, H.R.A. etc. 

(3) It is agreed between the parties that the period in 
bWWee’i the date Of effective dismissal and ihe date 
of effective reinstatement of the Second Party, wjll 
be treated as passive period for which the Second 
Party will not be entitled for any service benefit, 
whatsoever in nature. 

(4) It is ag’ced between the parties that for the suspen¬ 

sion period preceding to the date of effective dismissal 
of the Second Party, it will not be entitled to any 
service benefit whatsoever other than the subsistence 
allowance paid/payabfc to the Second Party. 


Pb'Jrtti Nitka, 

Tbe United Western Bank Ltd. 

172/4, fevwab Feth, Snirtiji tittle, 

Satara-415001. • • First Party 


ShrJ G. P. Ghugure, the workman, 
R/o FflG, B-l3, Trimurtmagor, 

Ring Road, 

Nagpur 


Second Party 


REPRESENT VTTON OF THE PARTIES 


Shri S, S. Nenfe, 

A's'tft, Uofrtfi) Mnhaeer. 

Mtanb'&l zonal Office, 

MffiWbal ■ ■ For thfe First Party 

The United Western Bank, 

Karmncb'ari Satigh tVoufth 
Ife Dfcputy OerterM Secretary 

Slfcrt S, G. Bobade, For the Second Patty 


SHORT RECITAL OF THF. CASE 


(3) It is further agreed between the parties that the previ¬ 
ous service of the Second Party with the First Party 
prior to dismissal of the Second Party—save the 
suspension period during which the employment cont¬ 
ract was kept in abeyance—will not be forfeited, 

(6) It is agreed between the parties that cm reinstatement 
of the Second Party in its services, the First Party 
will be free to cost the Second Party at any of its 
branches/offices as per the exigencies of administra¬ 
tion of the First Party. 

(7) It is agreed between the parties that on reinstatement 
of the Second Party in the services of the First Party, 
there will be a probation period of six months, for 
tie Second Party and its confirmation in services, 
would be subject to satisfactory performance during 
probation. 

(8) It is ag"fced between the parties ‘hat on reinstatement 
in the services, the Second Party will not be eligible 
for any sort of staff loan facilities for a period of 
one year. 


(A) Whdreas tbe Workman, who is the ex-emplOyec of the 
Bifrtk Wits dismissed from the ‘services of the Br hk bn 
09/08/1996, by the Appointing Authority, for hits 
proven fJtOss misconduct, after conducting a Mi- 
fledged departmental enquiry. 

(B) And v.’hpreas the Appeal Memo of the workman, 
was turned down by the Appellate Authority, on 
6-9-1996, thereby confirming the punishment of dis¬ 
missal awarded to him by the Disciplinary Authority. 

(C) And wh'frcas after the failure of conciliation proceed¬ 
ings before the Asstt, Labour Commissioner [C]. 


(9) It y agreed by the Second Party that on its reinstate¬ 
ment, the Second Party will serve the First Party 
with utmost integrity, honesty and diligence and there 
will not be recurrence of any misconduct. 

The original copy of this Memorandum of Settlement, will 
be submitted to the Hon’ble Presiding Officer, of the Control 
Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2. at Mumbai, on 15th 
October 1999, I.e. the date scheduled for hearing Of the case. 

Hence, both tbe parties have set their respective hands on the 
Memorandum of Settlement on the 14th day of October, 
1999, at Mumbai. 
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SIGNATURES 

For the First Party For the Second Party 

Sd/- 

[S. S. NENE] 

[S. G. BOBADE] 
sd/- 

WITNESSES : 


the Government mint From Nagpur, they started the journey 
from 5-2-92 and reached Bombay on 7-2-J2. From Bombay 
the return journey was undertaken by them on 7-2-92 and 
they reached Nagpur on 8-2-92. Jn the return journey they 
travelled by second class. Both these workmen has submitted 
their claim of payment of 1st class fare from Bombay to 
Nagpur but this prayer has been rejected by the management 
on the grounds that die certificate of the Railways in iaspect of 
non-availability of the 1st class birth was not attache. 


1. Mrs. S. P. Lele (Workman) 

2. Shri S. R. Bhagwat 

Read and Recorded 15-10-99 

04 BdWRi, 1999 

«FT. 4TT. 3 421:—sfteftfw SffafaiTBV 

1947 ( 1947 W 14 ) ^ 8TRT 17 % rtBWT 

it, ffT'STlT TOR ARTftff fw tV, RTffTT % fTcT 

$ fwrV?: ^r% % afNr, sr^prer 

whrtfav fanr if tfaflqr. tm rrT sfa&rfepp 
q^PTTjT % -wra: vwfvid ARcfr 

fT<WT •Ft 03-11-1099 SffRT §T«n «TT I 

[iRrtHpT. 1 2011/62/92 —mt WIT (^T-I)] 
tffto TW, drftSWFCt 

New Delhi, the 4 th November, 4999 

S.O. 3421.—In pursuance of Section 17 of *he Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Centrai Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers n relation to the 
management ,of Reserve .Bank of India. Nagpur and their 
workmen which was received by the Central Government on 
MJ-1999. 

[No. L-J2011/62/92 1RCB-1)] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

AWTEPCURH 


3. The case of the workmen is that on 7-2-92, they boarded 
Bombay Howrah Mail from Bombay VT station at 7 P.M. 
They had purchased 2nd class tickets for Nagpur. The 1st 
class conductor of the train told the mthat the births in the 
1st class were not available. Both the workmen asked thd 
, onductor to give a no room certificate which he refused. Thna 
the workmen were compelled to undertake ,ourney in the Imd 
class though they are entitled to travel in 1st class. As per 
rule, they are entitled to claim the difference between 1st 
class and llnd class. The management rejected .this difference 
hence the present dispute. The workmen claimed the diffe¬ 
rence of list .class far© and ITnd class fare from Bombay tc 
Nagpur from the management. 

4. The case of the management is that both the workmen 
should have purchased the 1st class ticket at Bombay and 
trave led in this class. They have not done so. As per rule, 
they should have obtained lower clasr travel certificate which 
they have not done. The workmen has further not nhtained 
no accommodation certificate from the Railway for .that tram. 
No documentary evidence showing that the workmen were 
always willing to travel in 1st class but due to tho conditions 
prevailing on the spot, they could not travel, has been filed 
then only the difference can be paid to an employee in respect 
of the Railway ticket. Since the workmen did not produce the 
necesary certificates they were not paid the difference. The 
workmen have no case. The Union is tryi ig to unnecessarily 
pressurising .the manfutomant ,ty pay the difference when as per 
rule this difference cannot be paid to rtfi© employees. 

5. Tire,Reserve Bank of India Staff(Regulation,s, 1948 Appen¬ 
dix Tf, Para 25 provides that an employee must travel hi the 
das® of accommodation for which travel al owance is admissi¬ 
ble to Him. If they travel in the lower class, as necessitated 
by the cause beyond the control of the emrlovee the onus lies 
on the employee to satisfy the bank. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT. JABALPUR (MP) 

CASE NO. CGIT/LC/R|4)|93 

Presiding Officer : Shri D. N. Dixit. 

Reserve Bank Employees Association 

Nagpur Applicant. 

Versus. 

Reserve Bank of India, 

Nagpur Non-applicant 


AWARD 

Delivered on this 7th day of October, 1999 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide Older 
No. L-12011/62/92 IRB, .1 dated 26-2-93 has referred the 
following dispute for adjudication by this Tribunal :— 

“"Whether the action of the management of Reserve Bank 
of India. Nagpur In refusing -to pay the difference 
of Railway Fare between First class and Second class 
for the journey® performed -hy Shri B. B. Jawade end 
P. P. -Rajkarne, Coin Note Examiners Grade II from 
Bombay to Nagpur on 7-2-92 is justified. If not to 
what relief the workmen are entitled to?” 

2, The admitted facts of the case are that Shri B, B. Jawade 
and Shri P, P. Rajkarne workmen are employee* of the mana¬ 
gement .and posted at Nagpur* .They,had taken 600 boxes 
of coins from Nagpur to Bombay and delivered the same in 


6. The employee in order to c’aim 1st class fare must satisfy 
the management with supporting evidence i.c. “No accom¬ 
modation Certificate and lower class travel .certificate”. 

7. Under the Aiyar Award fa s modified from time to time 
subsequently by Administrative circulars) rnd the Bank’s cir¬ 
cular No. PRS(1.) No. 472AIF-76-,77, dated 24th November 76 
(Anrexure-I), an employee is expected to travel bv his entitled 
class by rail and where there is no accommodation in the 
entiled class, he i s paid the difference In 'fares by way of 
refund provided he obtains a certificate Trora the railways that 
the class of accommodation jo wh ch' he Is entitled I* nol 
available. In terms of the aforesaid circular, if the employees 
are rot in a position to obtain ‘no accommodation certifi¬ 
cate from the Railways when prefer- perform journey 
by lower class they mav submit fin terms of railway rules) 
lower class travel Certificate ((Known as LCC). 

8. The onus of proving that the travel by lower class was 
necessitated, lio s on the workmen. At Bombay the workmen 
have not purchased a 1st class ticket for Nagpur pn 7-2-92. 
Thus from the very beginning the workmen .had,no Intention 
to travel in the 1st class. Their actual journey .has been 
performed in llnd class. The workmen have not obtained 
"No accommodation [Certificate* and lower class travel 
certificate. Thus the workmen failed to prove that they 
wanted to,travel tby 1st, class4»ut ^ddmot (travel because of 
non-availability of -the accommodation. 

9. The Travelling allowance is not a source of profit. The 
provision to pay the diffMerge in the find c’a#s is by way of 
compensation for the inconvenience suffered by the employes 
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Assistant to those clerical staff who joined their 
services in between 1-1-1977 to 31-12-1982 is spite of 
their seniority is just and legal ? If not, to what) 
relief they are entitled and from what date ? ’ 


in travelling by a lower class. The workmen have not proved 
that He inconvenience suffered by them was beyond their 
contro. In such a situation, they are not entitled to the 
diflere ice. 

10. The action of die management in refusing to pay the 
differe ice of Railway fare between 1st class and llnd class 
from Bombay to Nagpur on 7-2-92 ig as per rules and 
hence justified. 

11. The workman have no case. The award is given in 
favour of the management. Parties to bear their own cost. 

12 . Copies of the award be sent to the-Ministry of Labour, 
Government of India as per rules. 

13. N. DIXIT. Presiding . Officer 
zlfSeeft, 04 1999 

EfTT. SIT. 34 22.—STtefTfffTi STftrfim, 

1947 ( 1947 fid 1 4 ) fiff OTTT 17 % STfJBT'ff 

tt, sdsfa thttht rz -m' TfeiraT % irarar- 

fiZf % fafitfifi.'r srV Yfi% TtfTRT % fiTff, 

it fffftrz TmrtfffT ffifiTT it fiNSftff TTTF 

* ' . 

TftrfttiFfi TrfWT'ff, Z'A’TfiT % fiffTS fid TOflifi 

fiTTfft Oft TRfinr fitt 03-1 1-1999 fid 

rft fjin «rr i 

[Tt. tm-12011/7/9s—wf smafr Il(tfr-I)] 
sft tut, srfafin^r 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3422.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure In 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the m; nagement of State Bank <>f Patiala and their workman 
which was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-12011/?/95|lR(B-II)|B-Ij] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. TATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CEMPRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT. CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID 109/96 


President, 

All India State Bank of Patiala, 

Safi Federation. 

3 )7, Housing Board, 

Jind Workmen 

Versus 

General Manager (Personnel), 

S ate Bank of Patiala, 

The Mall, 

Patiala Management 

APPEARANCES : 

Far the workman: None. 

Far the management : N. X, Zakhnti. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 1st of October, 1999) 

The Central Government vide -gazette notification No. 
L-120ll/7/95-IR(B-IT) dated 2nd December 1996 h?$ refer¬ 
red th ; following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 

“Whether, the action of the management of State Bank 
of Patiala in not giving the chance to become special 


2. Today the case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notices none has put up 
appearance on behalf of the workman. It appears that 
workmen are not interested 10 put sue with the present case. 
In view of the above, the present reference is returned to the 
appropriate Government for want of prosecution. Appropriate 
Government be informed. 

Chandigarh 

1-10-1999. 

B. I., JATAV, Presiding Office) 


fff fecfifY, 04 -rp-riffv, 1999 

fid. 5TT. 3423.—WVatfafii ffifiTff. 

1947 ( 1947 fiff 14) fiff TTRT 17 % V-WJ'fi 

it, TTTfidT Sl'ffii fifetlMF % SRFIT- 

ffiff % *LT3T ffiffUNit TTk YfiC fidTTTU % fififi, 
Tlffd it sfta'Tfff'fi ffifiTT it Tariff (H+K 

% qrw fid wiftiid 

fivTTift ft fift »TTfirnr fid 03-1 1-1999 fid 

sTPTT^n *ir 1 

[#un iFfi —012012/110/94—srrf wrc ( fif-I)] 

sfr tr, zTfit TtfsTfiT^t 


New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3423,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal. Chandi«a r h U3 shown m the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of State Bank of Patiala and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government on 
3-11-1999. 

rNo. L-12012/110/94 IR.(R-I)] 
G. ROY. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 

CENTRIL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNM.- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 73 of 1995 
General Secretary, 

S.B.P. Staff Union (H.PA 
B (5)-14, Shakti Nngar, Zonaji Rond, 

Solan. ' Petitioner 


General Manager (Personnel) 

State Bank of Patiala 

The Mall, Patiala Respondent. 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the workman : None. 

For the Management : Shri N. Ff. Zakhmi. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 21st July, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide Notifi¬ 
cation Np. L-12012/110/94-I.R.(B.I’) dated 7th August, 95 



[■ 4 pr II—tsA 3 (ii) J bit-t tt trw t-e-T' 

7 linutcMi^ptCfnJitTi-' 'z^nuL! ~L ~SS —— r»—■- ----- . . —<- * » . 1 —. — 

has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for ad¬ 
judication : 

‘Whether the action of Lhe management of Slate Bans 
of Patiala in imposing the penalty of stoppage u: 
one annual increment and withdrawal of Spe uH 
Allowance for a period of on© ycai to Slui Rajind- 
1 r Shanm Is legal and justified ? rf not. to what 
>chef is the workman entitled?” 

2. The present case was fixed for evidence of both the 
part'e'. None appeared on behalf of the workman despite 
notice. It appears that woikmnn is not interested to pursue 
with the present case. In view of the above, the present 
reference is returned to the Appropriate Government for 
want o' - prosecution. App'Opchdc Government be inhumed. 

it 1 . JA I’AV, Presid ng Officer 
T f fT^fr, 4 19 99 

TiT.WT.3 4 24.—Ittatfw wfafim, 194 7 

( 1 947 -TiT 14) To URT 17 % WTWTt'T if, 

JRffiiT $zp arftfi qfffifK-n, ftJTWfiTT % Slq?H ?! a % 

Tfsra MtipFf uV Tnv; t jffT, w-ttu e 

nVrfw [ 4 W 14 if tFTTTiTT sfoftfw SlfvffiTOi,, 
wtsYtra % q^qr qit Tmfarf tit?;! p sit %?sYt wmi? 
ffit 03-11-1999 Ti’f srr c fr (pi qr i 

[*T . ".’T-l 20 1 ?./l 09/9 l/OT# (aft-J)] 

3ft. vTtf, ifTT wfaTw't 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3424.—In pursuance of Section l 7 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Chandigath as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers m relation to 
the management of State Bank of Patiala, Shimla and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 03-11-1999. 

[No. L-12012/109 /94-IR(B-T)] 

G. ROY. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRT B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 72 of 1995 

General Secretary, 

S.B.P. Staff Union (H.F.), 

B. (51-14, Shakti Nagar, 

Jonaji Road, Solan-173212. ...Petitioner. 

Vs. 

General Manager (Persontlel), 

State Bank of Patiala, 

Head! Office. The Mall, Shimla. .Respondent. 

REPRESENTATIVES r 

For the workman : None, 

For the management: Shri N, K. Zakhmi. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 21st July, 1999 1 

The Central Government. Ministry of Labour vide Noti¬ 
fication No, T.-I2012/109/94-T.R. (B.J) dated 7th August. 
1995 has referred the following dispute to thi. Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of Patiala ip not deslgnatbiB Shrf Ashwanf Sftarma 
3345 Gl/99—26 
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as Special Assistant w.e.f, 7-1-1994 is_ legally just 
and valid ? If not, to what relief Shri ABhwani 
Shnrma is entitled to 7” 

2 Today the case was fiked for filling of affidavits by 
the parties. Despite notices none appeared oh behalf Of the 
workman. It appears that he docs nbl Wahl 1® puriUt \vTth 
the present reference. In view of the above, the present 
reference is returned to the Appropriate Government for whnt 
of prosecution. Appropriate Government be informed. 

B. I., JATAV, Presiding Officer 

Tf f^evfr, 1 fiFT«TT, 1999 

ffiT . ITT . 3425 . —-SfTOtfW IVuT SrfVtfajpqT, 1 947 
( 1947 ffiT 14) Tt E1TTT 17 % SWFC 0 ! if, 

ttttt vtRifcr <t«f mm/ % qRm m 
%flSRiT v)y qrrfspRt % ^T, if ftfaor 

K'TtfrfVrr ftram if ■ftsV itwr qttfffw nfyqtuq, 
TWvTjT % q'W ffiT HTFlflff'd ffiTflt t, tjff %tsV rRffiR 
TT 03-1 1-1999 TT MT C <T t^ITT ^T I 

[*rwr n*r-i 2012 / 24 i/9 0 -*rrt?nT (^t-III(*t-I)] 

aft. tit, iwfr trfatprtf 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3425.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 

hereby publishes the award of the Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal, labalpur as shown in the Alinexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers In relation to the 
management of State Bank of India, Jabalpur and their work¬ 
man, which whs received by tne Central Government on 
3-11-1999. 

[I.-12012/241 ■ 90-JR(BTII) |(B4) 1 
G. ROY. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CUM LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP) 
PRESIDING OFFICER : SHUT D. N. DIXIT 

CASE NO. CG1T/LC./R/109/91 
State Bank of Tndia &: 

Subsidiary Bank Employees 

Union, Jabalpur Applicant 

Versus 

Management of State Bank of India 

Jabalpur Non-applicant 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 5th day of October, 1999 

L The Government of India, Ministry of labour vide 
order No. T.-120I2/241/90-TR(B-3) dated 8-5-91 has referred 
the following dispute for adjudication by this tribunal ■— 

“Whether the action of the management of State Bank of 
India, Jabalpur in terminating the services of Shri 
Riimesh Chandrn Verma former cashier Stake Bank 
of India Katni branch w.e.f, 31-1-68 was justified? 
If not. what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

2. The case of the workman is that he Worked as a cashier 
from 17-3-67 to 31-1.-68. Tints he has worked for more than 
240 days in one calendar year with the management. 

3. His services were dispensed with from 31-1-68 without 
notice of termination and payment of retrenchment compensa¬ 
tion, The management has violated the provisions of Sec-25- 
F of the I.D. Act. The workman claims reinstatement end 
full back wages from 31-1-68. The further contention-of the 
woikman is that employee junior (o him are working in the 
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permanent Vacancy -and there has been discrimination and 
unfair labour piactice in his termination, An agreement took 
place between the management and the Union on 22-8-77 (O' 
take all such employees in the service of Bank who has put 
more than 240 days Of service within 12 consecutive months 
as a temporary employee. In spite of this bipartite settlement, 
the workman has not been taken into service. The workman 
is a' victim of malpractice of the management. 

4. The case of the management is that the workman has 
worked in the Katni branch on the leave vacancy in the follow¬ 
ing period— 

17- 3-67 to 17-4-76 32 days 

1-5-67- to 31-10-67 184 days 

18- 12-67 to 31-1-68 45 days 

The above appointment was on dally wages and the work¬ 
man himself did not come for work after 31-1-68. Tire 
workman never contacted the management from 31-1-68 till 
4-5-89 when he filed the petition before ALC(C) Jaljalpur. 
Thus for a period of 22 years, the Workman did not care to 
contact the management and he suddenly started taking interest 
about his service which he left 22 years back. 

The management denies that the workman did not work 
for 240 days continuously. The workman is not entitled 
to reinstatement or back wages. The bipartite agreement 
between the management and the trade unions dated 22-8-77 
will not apply in the case of the workman as he has noi 
worked after Jan.-68. The whereabouts of the workman were 
not known to the management and hence workmen cannot 
claim any benefit by virtue of the bipartite settlement, the 
daily rated employees were given an opportunity to appear in 
the written test and interview and on selection were given 
permanent employment. The workman cannot get this bene¬ 
fit now as ho has slept over his rights by lapse of time his 
rights have died. The management wants the case of the 
workman to be dismissed with cost. 

5. The workman ha6 not produced an order by which his 
services wore terminated from 31-1-68. Thus the workman 
could not prove that management has terminated the services 
of workman from 31-1-48 7be workman never aonroached 
the management from 31-1-68 to 4-5-89 about getting a Job. 
Prior to taking help of the ALC(C), Jabalpur on 4-5-89, the 
workman has not approached the management for redressal 
of his grievance. Had the grievance of the workman been 
genuine, he would not have waited for more than 21 years 
to claim it. The workman has stated in his cross examination 
in affidavit that from 68 till date, he is living in Katni thus 
if the claim of the workman was bonnfide, his silence for 21 
years has not been natural in this case. This circumstance 
negatives (he case of the workman. 

6 . Exhibit W.W.4 is the bipartite settlement between re¬ 
presentative trade Union and the management dated 22-8-77. 
In this it has been stated that judgement of the Supreme 
Court is clear that the employees who have been directed to 
be reinstated will bo taken denovo and will be placed below 
of permanent employees and will be deemed to be in tem¬ 
porary service. Thus the woikman was to appear in the test 
conducted by the management for permanent absorption which 
the workman did not appear. The workman simply slept for 
21 years and was not vigilect about his rights and was not 
keen to get a iob with the management. No relief can be 
granted to such a person. T.aw helps only those who 
are vlgilent about their l ights. 

7. The workman has worked firstly for 32 days, then thcr’ 
is break, 2nd time for 184 days then again there is a break 
and tfien fnr 45 d°vc in leave I'ni-.inries T'un at no * : me 
he has worked conb'nnouslv for 740 days and nbov". Thu* 
he 's not entit'ed to retrenchment rnmnensati.-n apd notice of 
retrenchment, The workman failed to prove that his termina¬ 
tion Is had for not following Sfrc-25-F of the industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act. 

,8, The present case is barred bv limitation. The workman 
d'd -not .flVEP 1 all the .benefits e'v'e he tbp CunjvrPp Court 
judgement. There is no breach of Sec-25-F of the T.D. Act. 


8 . I he workman bus no case. The Award is given in 
favour of management. Parties to bear their own cost. 

9. Copies of the award be sent to the Ministry of T.abour, 
Government of India as per rules. 

D. N. DIXIT, Pres’ding Officer 
iff fcesfi, 4 FpUMT, 19 9 9 

41 T. 5TT . 3426.-- -WRflfffiJi ftRTS StMrRR, 19 47 
( 1947 T.T 14) dP SITU 17 % ¥FJfT7 (r l, if, 
iTCfiTT RTTriW fCSR tf, Wi'TTri' % KoTvHeR' % 
fjplWBT tutfrpm % dTT, 7R 4W Ff ftfaz: 

aReFJT VI 5fffiff»7cT ffifcTi tf, FTRTjT 

Tt 0 3-1 1- 1 99 9 ffil RF4T «)T I 

[n . nsf— i 2012/1 43/94-771^77, (^t -1 )] 

yfr, TTT, SDF TlftWFT 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

SO 3426—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In- 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Re,scrvc Bank of India, Bhopal and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government on 
03-11-1999. 

[No. L-12012/143/94-IR.(B-Ij] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Presiding Officer ; Shri D. N. Dixit. 

Case No. CG1T/LC (R) (18D/95 

Smt. Shakuntala Shinde, 

W/o Shn Shankarrao Shinde, 

C-IV, Reserve Bank Colony, 

Char Jmli, Bhopal. ...Workman. 

V/s. 

The Manager, 

Reserve Bank of India, 

Hoshangabad Road, 

Post Box No. 32, 

Bhopal, ■ ■ Union. 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 08th day of October, 1999 

J, The Government of India. Ministry of Labour vide its 
order No, L-12012/143/94-1.R. (B-I), dated 13th October, 
1995, has referred the following dispute for adjudication by 
this Tribunal: 

“Whether the action ot the management of Reserve Bank 
of India in terminating the services of Smt. Shakun- 
fala Shinde W/o Shri Shankarrao Shinde w.e.f, 
15-05-1993 after 18 years of services if justified or 
not ? If not, to what relief the workman Is 
entitled ?" 

2. The admitted facts of the case arc that the workman Smt. 
Shakuntala Shinde Has been working as a tvp'st from 20-1-75, 
She was confirmed on the post of English Typist by order 
dated 10-03-77. A show cause notice was given to workman 
dated 18-01-93 wherein it was' alleged that she has submitted 
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ii false lOlh Class School Certificate and on the basis of 
false declaration about her Educational Qualification, she 
has got the appointment on the post of English Typist and 
why her service should not be terminated ? The workman, 
■submitted the reply dated 2-3-93. The services of the work¬ 
man were terminated w.e.f, 15-5-93. A Departmental Enquiry 
has not been held against this workman befoie the termina¬ 
tion of her service. 

,3. The case of the workman is that her reply to show 
cause notice dated 2-3-93 is not voluntary. It was obtained 
by the Union on a false promise. The workman was con¬ 
firmed employee and her services cannot be terminated with¬ 
out proof of the alleged misconduct in an enquiry. The 
workman prays that the order dated 15-05-93 be quashed and 
she be reinstated with back wages. 

4. Tire case of the management is that the workman filed 
a certificate of Kasturba Higher Secondary School, Indore 
'hat she has passed 10th Class from the School and on the 
basis of this certificate she has been employed as typist. It 
was learnt later that certificate produced by the workman 
was bogus and she has not passed Matriculation Examination 
in the year 1965-66 as deelarod by her. A show cause 
notice was given to the workman and in reply to the show 
cause notice the workman admitted in her letter dated 2-3-93 
that she ha 3 given a false certificate. According to manage¬ 
ment after admission of the workman her services were ter¬ 
minated as per rules. The management claims that its action 
is valid and according to rules of natural justice. 


5. The workman is a lady and belonged to Scheduled Caste. 
She had stated in her affidavit filed in the Court that she had 
applied for the post of typist with the management and after 
lest and interview she has been selected for the post or 
typist, which she joined on 20-1-75 .She was confirmed 'in this 
post. She was advised by the Union to accept the allegation 
of show cuuse notice so that a linlent views could be taken 
by the management. She had admitted the show cause notice 
to get a lenient punishment and to retain the present seivice. 
In cross examination she has stated that she has parsed matri¬ 
culation examination in the year 1966. In para 8 of her 
affidavit she has slated that it is false that she has not parsed 
matriculation examination when she applied for the job of 
typist. 

6 . In the present case the workman’s service has been 
terminated on the ground that she supplied incorrect 
detail about her Educational Qualification in the application 
for appointment. This amounts to misconduct. The work¬ 
man was confirmed typist at the time a show cause notice 
was given to her. A Domestic Enquiry was essential to 
prove this misconduct. The workman should have been given 
an opportunity to defend her action in the domestic enquiry. 
Without Domestic Enquiry termination of workman is illegal. 


7. The workman had explained on what circumstance* she 
was admitted show cause notice Ex. M8. The explanation 
of the workman seems to Ire natural. An employee belonging 
to Scheduled Caste and a ladv and after IS years of service 
if thieatened with the loss of service if given an assurance 
of a lenient punishment will act In u similar manner in 
which the workman has acted. I find that the admission of 
the workman was not voluntary. 

8 . I find that the termination of workman is illegal be¬ 
cause the misconduct hus been inferred without domestic 
enquiry. The order of termination dated 15-5-93 is set aside. 
The Award is given in favour of the workman. She be paid 
wages and allowances frOm 15-5-93 upto date. She will be 
entitled to stav in the house movided by. the manneement 
as per rules during this period. Parties to bear their own 
costs. 

9. Copies of the Award be sent to Ministiy of Labour, 
Govcrmheht of India as per rules. 

D. N. DIXIT, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 4lh November, 1999 

S.O. 3427.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexuxe in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Railway, Bhopal and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 03-11-1999. 

(No. 1,-41012/40/91-IR(DU) (B-I) ] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

annexure 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TR TBUNAL-CUM-I .ABOU R COURT, JABALPUR (MP1 

No. CGiT/LC/R/205/91 

Presiding Officer ; Sbri D. N. Dixit. 

Shri Rashid Khan, 

S/o Shri Peer Khan, 

R/o Out House of 
Bunglow No. T-9-D, 

Behind Railway Station, 

Bhopal. ...Applicant 

Versus 

Union of India, 

Through 

General Manager, 

Central Railway, 

Bhopal. 


The Dv Chief Engineer fConst.fi 

Central Railway, 

Bhopal, Non-applicant 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 6tb day of October, 1999 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide order 
No, L-41012/40-91-IRDU dated' 12-11-91 has .referred the 
following dispute for adjudication by this tribunal— 

"Whether the action of the Central Railways-in termi¬ 
nating the services of Shri Rashid Khan S/o Shri 
Peer Khftn was justified ? Tf not, what relief the 
workman is entitled to 7” 

2. the case of the workman Shri Rashcod TChun is tha( 
he has received temporary status and as such he was govern¬ 
ed bv the discipline and appeal rule* of the manawnpent. 
His services were terminated orally alleging that he TaS ob 
mined employment by producing a false service- efird. This 
amounted to misconduct and the Tnitnagtment has not b<4d 
an enquiry of this charge. This is illegal and irregular. The 
workman asserts that he hus worked for more that* 240 days 
in one culendar year and his. services cannot be terminated 
without one months notice and retrenchment compensation 
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Tho action of the management is contrary to provisions of 
Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act. His services 
wore terminated from 25*7-85. The workman claims emp 
loyment from 25-7-85 and wages and allowances from this 
period.. 


gratuity and other reliefs. The award is given In favour of 
the workman. Parties to bear their own cost. 

10. Copies of the award be sent to the Ministry of Labour 
Government of India os per rules. 


3, The case of the management is that the workman, pro 
duced service card No. 315111 and he was given employ 
ment from 1-5-84, This card was sent for verification to 
ihe issuing unit i.c. PWI, Bhopal. Thy reported that this 
card was issued to Shri Jagdish Prasad, They were emphatic 
that this card has not 1 x 611 issued to the present workman. 
When the management learnt about this, the news lead to the 
workman and he absented tq the work from 25-7-85. He 
never gave the management an opportunity to make enquiry 
or to pay him retrenchment benefits, The workman left his 
services on his own ftom. 25-7-85. According to - manage 
ment, the wrokman deserves no relief. 


4, The workman has filed his affidavit to prove his case. 
Hu has been cross examined on this affidavit. He ho3 stated 
m pent-4 of ms cross wMWwBatuift that ho had been given 
the card by PWI, Bhopal. He has denied that this card is 
bogus. 

5. The management admits that the workman has commit¬ 
ted tt misconduct, in order to terminate the workman fot 
this misconduct, an enquiry was necessary. The workman 
should have been given an opportunity to prove that service 
catd No. 515111 was issued to Shri Jagdish Prasad and not 
to- Mb, Thus the service card produced by the workman 
was bogus. Such an opportunity lias not been grunted to 
the workman. Thus the termination of the workman is ille¬ 
gal. Tho Honourable Supreme Court has hold in the case 
of Shri Nand krstiurc versus State of Bihar and 1 others 
reported in AJR 1978 Supreme Court 1277 as follows : 

"A constitution of India, Article Hl-Disciplinary pro- 
ceedings-Naturo cf Duty of domestic tribunal must 
base its conclusion on some evidence and not 
mere suspicion. 


Disciplinary proceedings before domestic tribunal of 
a quasi judicial character therefore, the minimum 
requirement of the rules of natural justice is that 
the tribunal should arrive at hr conclusion on the 
basis of some evidence, i.e. evidential material which 
with some degree of definiteness points to the guilt 
of the delinquent in respect of the charge against 
him. Suspicion cannot be allowed to take the place 
of proof even in domestic inquiries." 

6. In the case of Nepal Singh Versus State of UP reported 
in AIR 1985 Supreme Court 84. Ihe Honourable Supreme 
Court has held that when the services of a Government 
servant on temporary appointment are terminated on the 
ground that he is unsuitable feu retention in. the service. The 
order should be based on something more than a mere alle¬ 
gation. The grounds should be specific and concrete.. They 
must bo proved before the services are dispensed with. 

7. Taking guidance from these two Supreme Court deci 
slons, tii* management was bound to hold an, enquiry whe¬ 
ther the service card produced by the workman was genuine 
or bogus. Than alone the workman should can have been 
terminated. In. the absence of this enquiry, the order ot 
termination is illegal. 

8. At tho time of termination, the workman, has put in 
more than 240 days of service In one calendar year with 
the management. Before termination mandatory notice was 
not given to the workman, be has not been paid retrenchment 
compensation. The management has violated provisions of 
Section 25-F of the LD. Act.. Thus the termination of the 
workman- is bad on this ground as well. 


9. Ilia termination of workman from 25-7-85 is illegu 
and in quashed. The workman will deem, to. be. in continuum 
sendee. Pbom 25-7-85, he has not worked 1 till date henct 
f, ls no L* n,lHfcd (o . was 58 and. allowances for this period 
, ® w oTtemnn is entitled, to wages and allowances from ttu 
date of award as per titles, The service from 25-7-815, wii 
be- treated for purposes of promotion .increments, pension 


D. N. DIXIT, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the -lib November, 1999 

SO 3428.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (,14 of 1947). the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure m the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management ot Central Rly.» Bhopal and their workman, 
which wns received by tho Central, Government on 03-11-1999, 

[No. L-4l0J2/55/9t-D-2(B)/®(B-I)] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MP) 

Case No. CGIT/LC/R/239/1991 

Presiding Officer: Shri D. N. Dixit. 

Azizkhan, S/o Narir Khan, 

12 Blocks Railway Colony, 

Ghaspura, 

Khandwa. ...Applicant, 

Versus 

The Union of India through 

General Manager. 

Central Railway, Bombay,, 

The Divisional Railway Manager. 

Bhopal and 

The Divisional Railway Manager, 

Bhusawal. • ■ .Respondents. 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 5th day of October, 1999 

1. The Government of India, .Ministry of Labour vide 
orJer No, L-41012/55/91-D-2fB) dated 16-12-91 Has refer¬ 
red the following dispute for adjudication by this tribunal— 

"Whether the action of the management of Central Rail¬ 
way, Bhopal in terminating the services of Shri Aziz 
Khan is justify 7 If not, what relief he is entitled 
to?” 

2. The admitted facts of the case axe that the workman 
Aziz Khan was working as Box boy at Khandwa Railway 
Station when bib services were terminated with effect from 
30-8-86. He has started working In the Railways at various 
places from 19-6-72 on the basis of a service card prepared 
by the PWI, Khandwa. He was called for written test and 
interview on 21-1-85, 23-1-85 and on 12-3-85. He failed in 
the test anti after this 30 days prior to termination notice was 
issued to him. In the notice; it has, been stated that since 
the workman has failed in the test hence his services arc 
dispensed with. 
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3. The case of the workman is that he was appointed by 
inVI, Khandwa on 19-6-72, He was given service card No. 
25314. Hi» last posting was os a box boy at Khandwa 
Railway station. The contention of the workman is that 
the initial appointment was as gangman and even if he is not 
found fit to work as station porter, he is fit to hold the 
initial appointment cf the box boy. According to workman, 
liis services cannot be termniated and the order dated 29-8-86 
be quashed. The workman further claims back wages and 
allowances. 

4. The contention ot the management is that the workman 
was a casual worker and in that capacity he was working as 
box boy at Railway Station, Khandwa. According to rules 
of the railways, he was called for interview by the Selection 
Committee and found unfit for permanent post. Once the 
workman has been found unfit for a post in the Railways, 
he cannot be retained as a casual worker. According to 
management, the workman was given notice of retrenchment 
and the Railway is always willing to pay him retrenchment 
compensation. 

5. The first point to be examined in this case is whether 
after rejection of workman tor the post of permanent job 
can he be retained us a casual worker. Because the work¬ 
man was a casual labour, he was given an opportunity to face 
the interview for permanent absorption in the Central Rail¬ 
way. Along with the workman about 300 persons were call¬ 
ed for written test and interview for permanent absorption. 
This test and interview is a normal phenomena to absorb 
casual labours into permanent vacancy, Tire workman failed 
in the test and he was intimated about it. He has been given 
notice of termination of service and retrenchment compen¬ 
sation. After the workman has failed in the written test, 
he cannot continue in the service of the Railways. The 
workman has been found unsuitable for the job. He cannot 
be retained in the job which lie was holidng at the time of 
test because he has been found unsuitable for this post. The 
workman failed to prove that the job which he was doing 
at the time of test is different from the job which he would 
have been offered had be succeeded in the Selection Test. 
The workman is under the imaginary state of mind that he 
can be retained as a casual worker. 

6 . The workman has no case. The award is given in 
favour of the management. Parties to bear their own cost. 

7. Copies of the award be sent to the Ministry of Labour, 
Government of India as per rules. 

D. N. DIXIT. Presiding Office! 
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New Delhi, tile 4lh Novcinhu, 1 ‘iyp 

S.O, 342y.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Induslr.al 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947j, fhe Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial' Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Central Railway, Bhopal and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 03-11-1999 

| No 1 -41012/63/94-1R(B-1i] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 


BhLORL THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUK COURT, JABALPUR (MP) 

Case No. CGrr/UC/ft/122/95 

Presiding Officer : Shri D. N. Dixit. 

Shri Anwar Hussain, 

C/o Bara Bang]a, 

Retired H.T.X.R., Jiar.si, 

Distt, Hoshangabad, .... Applicant 

Vcisus 

Uniwu of India through 

Divisional Rahway Manager, 

Central Railway, Habibgutij, 

Bhopal. 

Permanent Way Inspector, 

Central Railway, 

Harda, 

Distt. Hoshangabad. ... Non-applicant 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 5th day of October, 1999 

E The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide 
order No. L-41012/o3/9-i-JRiB-i) dated 30-6-95 has referred 
the following dispute tor adjudication by tins tribunal-— 

“Whether the action of the management of Permanent 
Way inspector, Hard.l in terminating the seiviccs 
of Shri Anwar Hussalh w.e.f. 16-8-86 is justified 
or not. It not, what relief the workman is entitled 
for ?” 

2 . lhc case of the vvoikmasi is that he was engaged by 
PWI Khandwa on 19-4-84 and a service card was issued 
to him. His services were utilised by PWI Hoshangabad from 
27-1-86 to 16-8-86. His services were discontinued from 
I 6 - 8 - 80 . He has completed 240 days of service with the 
management and he has not been given retrenchment com¬ 
pensation und notice of retrenchment. Titus the management 
has not followed provisions of Section-2'5F of the I.D. Act. 
The workman claims employment and back wages. 

3. The case of the management is that the workman 
has not completed 240 Jays of advice in one calendar year. 
At the first instance he worked fto 1 * 186 days from 17-4-84 
to 19-10-84 and then after a break of about 2 years he 
again worked for 202 days in the year 27-1-86 to 16-8-86. 
Thus in one calendar year the workman has not worked 
for 240 days. There was no need It give workman retrench¬ 
ment compensation and notice of retrenchment. The work¬ 
man was a casual employee and lie was engaged as and 
when the vacancy occurred, /‘lie management seeks award 
in their favour. 

4. The workman has filed liis affidavit in the court and 
lie has stated in para -6 of this affidavit that he has worked 
for the management from 17-4-34 to 19-10-84 and again 
from 27-1-86 to 16-8-86. Taking tliii demand of the work¬ 
man into consideration, it is clear that In the year 1984. 
he worked for 186 days und n die year 1986, he worked 
for 202 days. In between the two periods of work there is 
a gap of 15 months. Thus the workman has not worked 
tor 240 days and above i.i one calendar year. Thus the 
provisions of Section-?5F of.tlie J.l>. Act are not applicable 
in the present case. 

5. The workman was 11 casual employee and lie was 
inken in service at Khandwa and second time at 
Hoshangabud. His services were dispenetl with when the 
work came to an end. Thus the workman was a daily wage 
employee for brief periods. No right lias accrued to the 
workman. The workman has no case. 

6 . The aWard is given in favour ot the management. 
Parties to bear their own cost. 

7. Copies of the award be sent tj the Ministry of Labour, 
< a oven i me rit of fndin as pef rules, 

D. N, DlXlT. Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the th November, 1999 

S.O. 3430.—la pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Annexurc 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of South Eastern Railway, Nagpur and 
their workman, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 3-11-1999. 

|No. L-41012/107/99-lR(B-l)] 
G. ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXERE 

BEFORE THE CEN IRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 

No. CGIT/ LC/R/2S1/99 

Presiding Officer : Shri D. N. Dixit 
Shri Pradeep Kumar Gopal Upase, 

C/o Shri Kawaduji Pal Deshpandc, 

Layout, Plot No. 4241, 

Ward No. 40, 

Nagpur-440009. .... Applicant 

Versus 

The Divisional Railway Manager, 

South Eastern Railway, 

Kingsway, 

Nagpur. .... Non-applicant 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 5th day of October, 1999 

1. The Government of India, Ministiy of Labour vide 
order No. L-41012/107/99-IR(B-I) dated 25-8-99 has referred 
the following dispute for adjudication by this tribunal— 

"Whether the action of the management of the Railway 
through Divisional Railway Manager(P) SECL 
Nagpur in terminating the services of Shri Pradeep 
Kumar Gopul Upase w e.f. 10-2-95 is legal, proper 
and justified If not, what relief the workman is 
entitled to 7” 

2. The workman Shri P. K. Upase appeared in the court 
on 4 - 10-99 and stated that ho does not want to prosecute 
this case as he had been employed by management. Hence 
No Dispute Award is passed. 

3. Copies of the award be sent to the Ministry of Labour, 
Government of India as per rules. 

D. N. DIXIT, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 3rd November, 1999 

S.O. 3431.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hqraby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Labour Court, Chennai ns shown in the Annexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to tho 
management of Southern Railway, Chennai and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government on 
1-11-1999, 

| No. L-41012/150/93-IR(B-l)J 
G, ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT LABOUR 
COURT, CHENNAI 

PRtESENT : 

Thiru K. S. Vcnkatuchalum, D Sc., B.l ., D.T.L., 
Presiding Officer. 

Monday the 30th day of August, 1999 
Indutrial Dispute No, I of 1996 

BETWEEN 

Thiru M. R. Venkaiaraman, 

C/o Fredrick Castro, 

Asst. Secretary, 

Socialist Workers’ Union, 

No. 161, Tbambu Chetty St., 

Chennai-1. 

AND 

The management of the General Manager, 

Southern Railway, 

Park Town, 

Chennai-3. 

AWARD 

This industrial dispute between the workmun Thiru 
M. R. Vcnkataraman and the General Manager, Southern 
Railway, Chennai, has been referred to this court by the 
Government of India,- Ministry of Labour, by Order No. 
41012/ 150/93-IR(B-l) dated 5-5-95 on the following issue: 

"Whether the action of the Southern Railway, Madras, 
in ordering the retirement of Shri M, R. Venkata- 
raman. Senior Booking Clerk, compulsorily on 
1-11-83 is just, proper and legal 7 If not, to what 
relief is the workman emitlta to ?’’ 


2. The parties did not file their pleadings. 

3, Today the dispute is taken up for enquiry. Petitioner 
culled absent. Claim statement not filed. There is no re¬ 
presentation, In the result, an award is passed dismissing the 

J.D. for default of appearance and non-prosecution by the 
petitioner. No costs. 

Dated at Chennai, this ihe 3uth day of August, 1999. 

K. S. VENKATAC HaLAM, Presiding Officei 
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New Delhi, the 5th November, 1999 

S.O, 3432,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of th* Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal. No, II Mumbai as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Konkan RIv. Corpn, Ltd,, 
Ratnagiri and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 94-1 LI999, 

[No. L-41012 / 197/98-lR(B-I) 1 
G, ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXIJRE 

BEFORE THF CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. II. MUMBAI 

PRESENT: 

Shri S. B. Panse. Presiding Officer, 

Reference No. CGIT-2/115 of 1999 

Employers in relation to the maancement of Konkan 
Railway Corpn. Ltd., Ratuagiri. 

The Chief Engineer (South), 

Konkan Railway Corporation Ltd. 

Railway Complex, 

M.I.D.C., Miriole, 

Ratnagiri-415639(M,S.) 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Shri Snnil R. Keer. 

At & PO Sakharpa 
Tal. Samrnmeshwar, (M.S.). 

Ratnagirl-415801. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers : Mr, R, S. Sainant, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : Mr. Jaiprakash Sawant, Advocate. 
Mumbai, dated 27th October, 1999 
AWARD 

The Government of India Ministry of Labour bv Its order 
No, L-4tOt2/197/M-TWB-1) dated 4-3-1999. bad referred 
to the following Industrial Dispute for adjudication: 

“Whptbrr the action of the Chief Fnq-ineer (South) 
Konkan Rahwav Cornn. Ltd. RafnnetH I" termi¬ 
nating the services of Shri Sunil R Keer. F.x-drivcr 
we.f. 27-7-199J is legal and Instilled 7 If not to 
what relief the workman is entitled to ?” 

2. Tre. workman fil«J a Stat-mont of Claim at Fxhihit-5. 
But before the manaDement hied a written statement the 
matter was settled. Both the parties filed ronsent terms 



fEx-9) contending that in terms of the settlement the award 
may be passed. The workman was present in the court. He 
admitted the hums of the settlement which are duly signed 
by the representatives of the parucs. In the result I pass the 
following order :— 

ORDER 

The Award is passed in terms of settlement (Exhibit-9). 

S. H. PANSE, Presiding Officer 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

Reference No. CGIT-2/115 of 1.949 

Konkan Railway Corporation Limited. 

AND 

Their workman Shri Sunil R. Kcer. 

CONSENT TERMS 

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOUR 

Both the parties to the disputes in the above numbered 
Reference have decided to settle the dispute in the following 
terms. The reference is settled amicably. 

(1) Management agreed to reinstate Shri Sunil R. Keer, 

Driver on his original post in continuity effective 
from 1-11-99 & Shri Sunil R. Keer agreed to accept 
the same. Shri Sunil R. Keer agreed to accept 
80% towards back wages allowances & other benefits 
comtitable terms of money shall be paid to him 
for the intervening period from 1-2-95 to 31-10-99. 

(2) The amount of arrears arising out of the term (1) 

above shall be paid to tho workman within twelve 
weeks from tho date of an award in terms of this 
settlement. 

No order as to cost. 

The award be passed in terms of this consent terms. 

For Konkan Railway Corporation Limited, 

Sd/- 

Chief Personnel Officer, 

Konkan Railway Corpn, Ltd. 

Sd/- 

Advocate for KRCL. 

Mumbai: 

Date: 27-10-1999. 

Sd/- 

Workman. 

Sd/- 

Advocatc for Workman, 
rif fawft, 5 rid HIT, 1999 

rb. sn . 3433.—sfarlfta? fatri? srftrfRq-JT, 

1947 ( 1947 nr 14) H"RT 17 

Jf, ktrpr % srrffi 

% Hariri %■ friTUnilr sfR qnf«urcf % 

«fcr, sfjrst Jr rWre frTR Jr *r‘toftftar 

RfUffiTR R «TR iRlRffiFT, friTTBRTOriR % 

TFrftiri t, Rf 

04-1 1-1999 RPR *TT I 

[R . RR. -l 201 2/5 (i/ 98 -STI^ RK ( tft-I)] 
off Tfa, tup (TftRTd 
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New Delhi, the 5th November, 1991 


S.O. 3433.—In pursuance gf Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribuijal-cum- 
Labotlr Court, Visakliapatnnm as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of SBI, Vijayawada and their workman, 
which was received by the Centud Government on 04-11-1999. 

I No, L-l2012/56/98-IR(lM)] 
O. ROY, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, VISAKHAPATNAM 

PRESENT : 

Sri C. Sambasiva Rao, M.A., B.l.. 

Chairman & Presiding Officer. 

Dated : 22nd day of September. 1994 
T.T.T.D. (Cr) : 3 H9S 
BETWEEN 

Re. U-12012/3ti/9S IR(B 1) 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 2’nd Seplemhor, 1998 

S, Sesi Kumar. 

S/o Ramdas, 

P.O. Ponduru, 

West Godavari District, 

PTN-534267. ... Workman 

AND 

The Deputy General Mansitcr, 

State Bank of India, 

7cmal Office, 

I -abbipeta. 

Vijayawada-520010. .... Management 

This dismhft coming on for hearing befor- me In the 
presence of Sri N Nage'Wara Rao. advocate for workman 
and Sri K. S. Sankara Rao, advocate, for management. On 
nerds in g tlie material papers on record, the court passed the 
following: 

AWARD 

Workman absent. No representation, Nil award passed. 
Given under my hand and seal of the Court this the 
22nd day of September, 1999. 

C. SAMBASIVA RAO, Presiding Office) 

Rf 5 W5, 199,9 

. GFT, *TT. 3 4.34 . TlfafTTB, 

19.47. ( 1947 14) ^ tTTTI 17 % WIWW 

% ttmeet . % frtfGrvf srtx Trfarrff 

% (fEETO R sffcitfw faaNT if 5JTsT)Pl+ 

«pt rtrrqrwT,. fasimnrsRTT % tvr: 

WlftfiT Wtf ^ rpTF 4-11-99 

Rivf vt i 

jv. rrpf —12012/54/98—■SUg wr ( l)j 

dfr mr, wFffSRiT'F 


New Delhi, the 5th November. 1999 

S.O. 3434.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of Lhe Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal-cum Labour Court, Visakhapatnam as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the emp¬ 
loyers in relation to the mnnayemctu of SBl, Vijayawada 
and their workman, which was received by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment on 04 - 11 - 1999 . 

[No. L-12012/54/98-lR(B-l)l 
G. ROY, Desk Offlcer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT. VISAKHAPATNAM 

PRESENT : 

Sri C. Sambasiva Rao. M.A., B.L., Chairman and 
p residing Officer. 

Dated. 22nd day of September. 1999 
I.T.T.D. (C): 35/98 

Ref No. 1 -12012/54/98-rerB.I) dated 23-9-98 
BETWEEN 

K. Shyambabu, 

C /o Mutyalu, 

Near Old Cancl, 

Mogaltuni, 

West Godavari Di'trict. . .Workman, 

AND 

The Deputy General Manager. 

Stale Bank of India. 

Zonal Office. Lnbbipeta. 

Vijayawada-10. .. .Management. 

This dispute corning op foi hearing before me in the 
presence of Sri N. Nageswaru Rao, advocate for workman 
and Sri K. S. Sankara Rao, advocate for management. On 
perusing the material papers on record, the court passed the 
following: 

AWARD 

Workman absent. No representation. Nil award passed. 

Given under my band and seal of (he court this (he 22nd 
day of September, 1999, 

C. SA.MBASIVA RAO Presiding Officer 

df f^ft, 2 1999 

^r. srr. 3435 :—‘wWim; fwrr srfsrfajw, 

1 947 ( 1947 ^Tf 14 ) Sfft Tj)Tr 17 % 

if, STrtfriT nvr jfj rfV.i^r. % snpSTFT % 

7TTO oTTiMffit 4TIT Wtfrrff % -flffi, ttfTT'j 

if ?fanfw fsTTET if sfteflf’Tffi' 

tTEUTK % ffit R^iflTT TrUrfr &, tjft %^f-7 

Brt^riT- T 'r 1-1 t- 9 9 Tt RffiT pff m I 

[ffi . rffif — 2 2 0 l 2 /l 3 /98—RTc Sfpr (#-11)] 
ET. 'ft. %T?T, f=T TTFtffi'i'ft 


New Delhi, the 2nd Novfcnflrtr, 1999 

S.O. 3435.—In pursuance of Section . 17 of the Industrial 
Dl,putt's Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), "die Central Government 
Ircreby publishes the Award of 'the Industrial Tribunal, 
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Hyderabad as shown in the Annexure, in tho industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the management of 
S.C.C.L. and thir workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 1-11-99. 

[No. L-22012 T3/98|IR(G-1I)] 
N. P. KEbAVAN, I>sk OfiL.i 

ANNEXUNE 

before the industrial tribunae-i at 

HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri E. Ismail, B.Sc,, LL.B., Industrial Tnburv 1-1. 

Dated : 20th day of September, 1999 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 33 OF 1998 
BETWEEN 

The Secretary, Singarcpl All 
Associations, loint Action 

Committee, Mnmigurn, Manuguru. . . petitioner 

AND 

The General Manager, (Project), 

M/s. Singnreni Collieries Company 

Uimitedr Manuguru, Manuguru. Re-pendent. 


APPEARANCES : 


M/s. G. Vidyasagar and P. Sudhccr Rao, Advocate® for 
the Petitioner. 

M/s. J. Parthasarathy and V. Havi Haran, Advocates 
for the Respondent. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Ministry of Labour, Gov¬ 
ernment of India, New Delhi under Section 10(1) (d) and 
Sub-Section 2(A) of Industrial Disputes Act, 194 7, which 
reads thus: vide its order No. L-22012/1.3/98-IR(CM-ll) 
dated 8-1098. 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. Singa- 
reni Collieries Company Limited in dismissing Shri 
Ch. Srinivas, Clerk Manuguru Area is legal and 
justified ? If not, to whtit relief is the workman 
concerned entitled 7” 

Both parties appeared and filed their respective pleadings. 

2. A Claims Statement vti s filed by the concerned work¬ 
man stating that he was appointed as Clerk Grade IT in 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited in the year 1989. lie 
was transferred to Manuguru Area in the vear 199], Tt is 
submitted that ho was posted to work in Open Cast Stores 
since September. 1991 and he was allotted to diesel bunk of 
O.C. II. He has been performing h : s duties to the entire 
satisfaction of his superiors. 

3. While he was working so in the Diesel Bunk he found 
one G.I. Pipe of 1.7 Mts, length inserted in dip pipe of 
second chamber of oil tanker bearing No. AP 07/dv-185*1. 
Due to which tlieie was a discrepancy in rending of the 
measurement. The oil tanker hus come from the Indian 
Oil Corporation. Vijayawada. Basing on the detection of the 
insertion of a G.I. Pipe unauthorised!v the workman made 
a report to tl\e superior officer and the 
superior officers in turn have addressed a letter No. OCS/ 
AIMG/52|2395, dated 12/14-3-1993 to the Tnd'an oil Cor- 1 
poration, Vijayawada bringing the irregularities of the oil 
tankers which are carrying diesel and other oils to the Sir ga¬ 
reni Collieries Company. 

4. On 14*4-1993 the workman's duty comes to an erd at 
9 P.M. at O.C. II Diesel Bunk. During his shift hours, one 
pi] tanker bearing No. AP 16T489 was unloaded, At about 


9 P.M. he became suddenly 111 due to stomach pain, As 
there was no other oil tanker waiting for unloading he left 
the bunk one hour early by talcing the dip measurement of 
both underground tanks and recorded the same in ihe con¬ 
cerned registers. Thereafter he handed over the keys to 
Mr. B. Padma Rao, General Mazdoor to enable him to issuo 
diesel to the vehicles with further instructions to hand over 
the keys at the workman’s house on completion of du y 
hours on his why to the house. The workman went to Cl.II 
site office and tried to contact D.E. th rough telephone ior 
permission to leave the office one hour early. Thereafter he 
went to his house and took rest after taking medicines. 

5. On 15-4-199.3 the workman attended the first shift and 
on taking dip measurements of the diesel bunk, he found an 
abnormal variation in the measurement. After lifting the 
measurement, he came to the conclusion that there is r 
shortage of diesel oil. Immediately he Informed tho IJivl. 
Engineer through telephone about the shortage. At about 
7.45 a.m the D.E. arrived at the spot and the shortage of oil 
was arrived at 12,158 litres and a report was submitted to 
the S.O. to C.G.M. and S.O. to C.G.M. visited the bur.k 
premises at 9.45 o.m. and after taking the measurements 
he expla'ned about the shortage of oil. 

6 . On 7-5-1993 the Divl. Engineer Oner Cast Stores, 
Manuguru issued n charge sheet with tire following charges. 

(1) On 14-4-93 in second shift the workman left tho 
work spot one hour before the end of the shift with¬ 
out prior permission. 

(2) He has not personally token the dip measurement 
of 70 KL and 50 KL bunks while closing the HSD 
Oil bunks and before going homo at 8 P.M. 

(3) He has handed over keys of HSD Oil b:rk and 
office to Sri B. Padma Rao, General Mazdoor and 
instructed him to keep the keys with ulterior motive 
Ci! conducting theft of dieiri in the intervening night 
of I4/15th April, 1993. 

(4) Accordingly a theft of 12,159 litres of HSD Oil 
from tankers of Open Cast-I) t.e. 8,138 litres from 
70 KL Bunk nnd 4020 litres from 50 KL bunk 
was committed by the workman. 

For which, the workman gave n detailed explanation on 
16-5-1993. that on earlier occasion on 9-3-1993 he caught 
the driver of a tanker Vehicle No. 1854 who tried to cheat 
the company by inserting a pine in the dip pipe compart¬ 
ment of diesel tank. Thereby the Chief General Manager, 
Manugum Projects had complained to the Indian Oil Cor¬ 
poration, Vijayawada vide letter dated 12-3-199,3. It was 
also brou.ihl to the notice of the authorities that safety mea¬ 
surements are not available at the diesel bunk, and no steps 
have been taken by the authorities to safeguard the premises 
and also the properties available at the bunk. Without con¬ 
sidering the explanation Sri II. Ram Mohan R io wns ap¬ 
pointed as Enquiry Officer, hi the enquiry the Divl, Engi¬ 
neer who issued charge sheet became management representa¬ 
tive; Thus the entire proceedings are vitiated (This Tribunal 
held by its order dated 23-6-99 that the enquirt' held against 
the workman is valid). The workman was dismissed from 
service from 2-1-9-1997, The enquiry officer fail td to see that 
there is no superior officer avuiJah'e at the spot to obtain 
prnnissior and that apart the workman had suddenly deve¬ 
loped storiach pain therefore he tried to contact the superior 
officer from OP. II site office but could not contact. The 
enquiry Cfflccr also failed to note that the workman made 
attemnes x o cortact the Divl. Engineer. The workman had 
specifically instructed the General Mnzdoor to handover the 
kevs at his residence, Sri B. Pushna Rnju another general nw- 
door a 1 --, gave evidence that the workman nebri-ed Vr 
Padma P- O to bring the kovc to 1i' s residence H'-nre th~ 
findings of the inquiry officer in respect of charge No. 4 i.c,, 
theft, is equally perverse tnd contrary to the evidence on 
record. The Enquiry Officer’s finding., me influenced by the 
Management’s representative and arc illegal and baseless, 
that the theft took place on the itnervenina night of 
14/15-4-1993, The finding of the ertquhy Officer th.it the 


3345 GI/99—27. 
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petitioner handed over the key:, of the bank with ulterior 
motive of conducting theft is not based on any evidence 
There is no evidence that the workman was found commit mg 
theft of the diesel oil. Therefore the findings of the enquiry 
officer that the workman might have connived with outside 
tanker driver it wholly perverse and beyond the scope of the 
enquiry- Though a show cause notice was issued in April, 
1994, till 1997 no steps wore taken and the workman was 
made scape g. mt for the lapses on the part of the higher 
officials in not making proper security arrangements which 
resulted in the theft of HSD Oil on the intervening night of 
14/15■4-1993. Therefore he prayed that the respondent may 
be directed to reinstate him with all consequential benefits 
including back wages. 

7. A co Lin ter was filed by the respondent Management ad¬ 
mitting that on 9-3-1993 when the petitioner was nt *hc bunk, 
he found one G.I., Pipe inserted In the chamber of one oil 
tanker which was inserted by the driver of the tanker show¬ 
ing the oil measurement of 350 Ltrs. more than the capacity. 
On this a letter was addressed to the Indian Oh Corporation, 
Vijayawada for necessary enquiry and consequential action. 

8 . On 14-4-1993 the workman was on duty in the second 
shift and left the workspot at 8 P.M. although his duly was 
upto 9 P.M. He did not obtain permission to leave early. He 
got uruoaded one HSD oil tanker No. AP 16T 489 before 
leaving the workspot. It is established in the enquiry that 
ho did not leave the workspot uuc to stomach pain. It was 
also i<! ind that he did not obtain permission for utilising the 
3 'hon*. lit was also established that he had not left any 
inatmAona with the General Mazdoor in respect of what 
was to be done with the keys of diesel bunk. The conduct 
of the workman in this regard itself show* that he did not 
advise the General Mazdoor. It was only on 15-4-93 when 
on duty in the 1st shift he measured the underground storage 
bunks and found shortage. It is also denied that the work¬ 
man took dip measurements on 14-4-93. The allegation that 
the workman had tried to contact D. E. through telephone is 
also denied. When he came on next day for his shift, he 
should have enquired from the General Mazdoor as to why 
the keys were not handed over to him as per h>s instructions. 
Accordingly a charge sheet was issued to him. For which 
he gave a reply and he did not mention anything about the 
defective clamp fitted to the main power swlch, cventhough 
this wn? the main plank of Ms defence in the domestic en¬ 
quiry. In his explanation, he bad further mentioned a list 
of safty and security measures to be taken at the diesel 
bunk But before that he never brought to the notice of 
the D.E. either orally or In writing. It is denied that no 
ster>s were taken to safeguard the properties of ihe bunk. The 
D'vl. Engineer is a competent person to present on behalf 
of the resnondent, 'Hy- workman wntj permitted to have an 
observer throughout the enquiry of his choice. After the 
enquirv it was found that the workman is ouilty of charges, 
Henc'- he wn s dismissed. 7b“ Enquiry Officer righto- held 
tint the ch-ii-fres nre wived. He has no where in the en¬ 
quiry questioned the Mazdoor ns to whv he had not handed 
over the keys on the night of 14-4-1993 itse'f. In fact certain 
circumstantial evidence would show that the workman had 
connived with the General Mazdoor to coram't theft on the 
intervening night of 14/15-4-93. The witness Sri Pushpa Raju 
was examined on behalf of the management. Sii Pushpa 
Raju stated that the workman left the bunk as some relatives 
were in the house of the workman and the workman has not 
gone for medical aid which was easily available clearly 
shows that he was uot sufficing from any stomach ache He 
was not even cross-examined by the workman in respect of 
the reason for P iving. Hence dismissal is justilled. Accord¬ 
ingly a ‘nil’ award may be passed holding that the punishment 
is just and proper. 

9, The petitioner challenged the validity of the domestx 
enquiry and this Tribunal by it s order dat-d 23-6-99 held 
that the enquiry proceedings arc valid. 

10. The point for consideration is ; 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s. Singa- 
reni Collieries Co. Etd., in dismissing Shri Ch. 
Srinivas, Clerk Manugnru area is legal and justified?*’ 


11. The respondent-management examined the Enquiry 
Officer Sii M. Rammohan Rao as MWi and maikcd 10 docu¬ 
ment* s.e. Exs. Ml to M10. Whereas the workman did not 
examine any one incleding himself and no documents were 
marked by him before passing the order whether domestic 
enquiry is valid or not. Now we have to see whether the 
conclusions on the material available on record warrant hold¬ 
ing the workman as guilty and if so whether the circumstan¬ 
ces warrant any lesser punishment in lieu of dismissal. 

12. Arguments were advanced by the workman’s counsel 
that it mav be noted that previously it was a fact that the 
workman pointed out about insertion of G.I. Pipe and on his 
brin gin g to the notice, the superior officers have addressed to 
the Indian Oil Corporation on • 12G4-3-1993, Further even 
in this case it was the workman who found variations and 
reported the matter to the Divl. Engineer through telephone 
about the shortage. If be was really guilty, then why he 
should report to the superior authorities immediately on the 
next day. It was only due to ill-health and having stomach¬ 
ache that he had handedover the keys to Mr. P. Padina Rao, 
General Mazdoor who did not handover the keys to the 
workman on the same night. So the theft hag taken place 
in the intervening night of 14/15-4-1993. There is no evi¬ 
dence forthcoming from the management’s side as to whether 
anybody has seen pilferage or the tanker carrying away the 
diesel as it was more than 12,000 I.itres and could not have 
been carried away without a tanker. The learned counsel 
also submits that the F.nauirv Officer has on oirmises nrrrsh- 
cd the workman d ■ sproportlon at el y. Fret of all, his guilt 
is not proved. Fven if it is proved, the 4th chm-gc that the 
workman committed theft ts not proved. So the dismissal 
is unwarranted and uncalled for. More so when the woik- 
man has been working since the vear 1989 Therefore he 
nravetl that reinstatement may be ordered with all terminal 
benefits. 

13. Tt i9 argued by the learned counsel ttv- the respondent 
that there are two versions of die workman. One is that he 
went away as some guests huve come to his house and the 
second one is that he had stonv’rh ache. He had not taken 
the net-mission which is admitted bv the workman and if 
really he had stomach ache, he shou’d h"vc pone to the 
Disp'-nsarv. On the contrary, <be workman went on scooter 
comfortably and if he had reallv to si me ted Mr. Padma Rao, 
General Mazdoor to hand over him the ’<»vs on the same 
nicht and if it were not banded over to him. be was not at 
all nurturbe<j but h- waited elmnto till rievt pi nrpin n wben 
be wpnt for work tor bis shift. Hence the only Inference that 
CPH Vx» drawn i<? that th* MiAnlznviq i‘r\ nn^st^n 1*** ponrirt"it3pp 

or acth-elv participated with Padma Rao to pilfer the diesel 

ad Therefore he nrflvi; thnt +ha flridlnrf of the Ttomllrv 
Offirey Iq hnced n<e r-onerele evjrtenre end +lie Onto cnnytortpri 

that can be possible was that it j’s the workman who wa* 
responsible either by himself or in connivance wiih Padma 
Rao fer the pilferage of the diesel off. Therefore he submits 
that th* report of tbe F.nauirv Officer and punishment of 
dismissal are fitting in v ; ew of the fact that there is loss of 
Rs. 83.000 worth of diesel oil. 

14. I have gone through the Enquiry report Ex. M10. Four 
charges are framed against the workman. The first charge 
that he left the workspot at 8.00 P.M. one hour before the 
end of the shift without prior permission Is proved by the 
evidence of the workman himself during the enquiry. The 
third charge that the workman handed over the keys of the 
HSD Oil bunks and office to Sri B. Padma Rao. General 
Mazdoor is also proved bv the evidence of workman himself. 
The only question is whether the 2nd part of Ihird eharee 
that it was done onlv with an ulterior motive, of committing 
theft of diesel oil is proved or not. The 4th charge is that 
theft took piece and whether the workman Is responsible 
has to be seen, 

15. It may be noted that before the Enquiry Officer as 
many as 4 witnesses were examined including Sri Y.D.V. 
Prasad, Divl. Engineer (OC) Stores and Management repre¬ 
sentative. To him, the workman had reported on 15-4-1993 
that he closed the bunk at 9.00 P.M, taking all the precau¬ 
tions including dip measurement, that on next day, the 
measurements were taken bv the raid witness and he found 
that 12,158 Ltrs. of HSD Oil amounting to Rs. 83,000 was 
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found short of that the possibility of leakage of underground 
bunks and pumping out from the underground bunks through 
dip pipes was ruled out a s there was no further shortage 
thereafter and the charged workman also would not show 
his suspicion on any one except saying that he took the keys 
after closing at 9.00 P.M. Later the workman changed the 
earlier statement and stated that he handed over the keys of 
Diesel Bunk to Padma Rao. Whereas Mr. Padma Rao 
deposed that the keys were with him only in the night because 
Mr. Padma Rao was directed by the charged workman to keep 
the keys with him during the night. Further he stated that 
he asked the General Mazdoor to take the dip measerements 
and he himself did not take the dip measurements as per 
charge No. 2. No doubt Sri Prasad admitted in his cross- 
examination that the charged workman brought to his notice 
as to how the management was being cheated and he also 
admitted that he asked him prior lo 14-4-1993 to shift the 
workman from HSD OIL Bunks in view of tension and risk in¬ 
volved. He also admitted that there is no perfect evidence 
of theft but only in view of contradictory statements given 
that is presumed that he colluded with Padmarao must have 
been committed theft. The second witness Mr. P. Umapathi 
working e s Graduate Mining Engineer at OC (Stores) was 
examined. He deposed that the 3 tankers of HSD Oil were 
unloaded into the OG-TT diesel bunk at about 6 40 P.M. 
which was acknowledged after thorough check and that the 
charged workman told him that the keys were with b'm but 
at the time of recording his statement, he stated that he gave 
the keys at 8.00 P.M. to Padma Rao, General Mazdoor and 
has not taken dip measurements personally on the night of 
14th. Mr. Umapathy denied that the main switch could have 
been operated without the help of kevs even before 14-4-93. 
The third witness Mr. Gruha Graja Ramesh working as Sr. 
Inspector S & PC Mann mini Area stated that ho fi’ed a 
cnmplar'nf Crime No. 31/93 under Sections 406. 420 and 
379 n fTPC. at Manuguni Police Station. The 4th witness 
Mr. B. Ptishpp Raitl. General Mazdoor deposed that he saw 
the charged workman leaving the HSD Oil bunk on his 
scooter at about 8.30 P.M. on 14-4-1993, that Mr. Padma 
Rftc General MazdoOr told him that he was coins to the 
house of the charged workman to hand ovpr the keys. No 
cross examination was done to this witness. 


16. The charged workman examined himself. He deposed 
that he had stomach pain. He took the measurements of 
both the underground tankers personally and handed over 'he 
keys to Mr. Padma Rao but no statement was recorded by 
anybody at any time prior to the departmental enquiry, that 
the main, switch could be operated while it is in locked condi¬ 
tion too, that it can be put to ‘on ’position without unlocking 
due to defective clamp arrangement b> the Management. Ho 
denied that he told in the preliminary enquiry on 13-3-1993 
at 8.30 A.M. that he himself switched off the main switch 
and locked the underground bunk and left at 9.00 P.M. He 
agreed that he did not take help of the clerk of the site 
office in the case of emergency. Hi s defence witness is Mr 
B. Padma Rao General Mazdoor to whom the workman had 
handed over the keys. It is stated that he himself and the 
charged workman checked the measurement lo confirm that 
the entire quantity of d'esel was unloaded. Later the charged 
workman told him that he was getting stomach ache and 
asked him to come and check the underground blinks and 
accordingly measurements were taken. The charged work¬ 
man also told Mr. Padma Rao to bring the keys of the 
bunk to hi» house. Mr. Padma Rao stated in his cross 
examination tint he went at about 10.00 P.M. to the temple 
area and searched for the quarter of the charged workman. 
The second defence witness is Mr. T. Guru Prasad working 
fls Clerk. He f old that at about 8,10 P.M. Srinivas f old him 
that he was suffering with stomach ache and wanted to take 
permission from the Divl. Engineer by telephone and tried 
three to four times but the telephone wn„ not functioning. He 
presumed that he might have gone to Hospital. 

17. So it mav Ire seen that from the,, evidence one thing is 
clear that the charged workman went one Jaour early and he 
has not got the dip measurements In Ws presence and the 
contradictory statement about the handing over keys and 
position of the clamp which was not known to anyone that 
the main switch can be operated without unlocking obviously 


the only conclusion that can be there is that both the charged 
workman and Padma Rao have colluded in pilferage of the 
diesei. Mere tact mm no evaience is loruicouiuig dues noi 
by itself show mat no pilleiruye was done. According to the 
charged workman himself that he had taken the measure¬ 
ments on 14-4-1993 before going and there is no evidence 
as to what happened after that, next day early morn.ng both 
Padma Rao and himself have come in the morning and 
found shortage. Merely because the charged workman on 
one occasion showed the pilferage and Sri Prasad. Divl. 
Engineer had written to the Vijayawada Office of the charged 
workman stating that he wants to shift from that sect.on by 
Itself will not exonerate him. It is quite possible that one 
may not like his work and yet continue, there is always 
square pegs in round hole i.c. several people would not l.kc 
their work and they are compelled to do so by circumstances. 
Here It is not a criminal case to be proved beyond any reason¬ 
able doubt. It is an enquiry. No doubt in enquiry also 
the charges should be proved but definitely the stand of proof 
may not be as high as an the criminal case. Further things 
which add are his disappearing front the work and handing 
over the keys to the General Mazdoor or if he was really 
suffering with stomach ache, he did not try to contact the 
person-in-chargc ip such emergency, he handed over the keys 
*nd went away on the scooter that too not to dispensary but to 
his house that means even if it is ugreed for arguments soke 
that he was having stomach ache, when it was not of such a 
severe natpre that he had to go away one hour early. Added 
to that, his contradictory statement are first saying on 15-4-93 
as. per the report of the Divl. Engineer Mr. Prasad he left 
at 9.00 P.M. and then taking the p’ea of handing over the 
keys to Padma Rao asking him to bring the same lo his house 
throws sufficient doubt on the reversion of the charged work¬ 
man. As to how he has managed to pilferrage such a large 
quantity and whether he has dono himself or through Padma 
Rao with the help of others. No doubt it is not clearly 
established. Yet all this happened because the charged work¬ 
man left before the end of the shift without prior permission 
on a flimsy ground and handed over the keys lo Padma Rao 
for the whole night. The question of c'amps and other things 
are that the main switch can be opened without the keys, th's 
fact was known only to insiders and not to outsiders, this 
was the handi work of the persons who are in the know 
how of the things, whether the other persons who co-operated 
with Mr. Srinivas or Padma Rao escaped unpunished is not 
the point here. The point here is whether there is justifi¬ 
cation for holding the charged workman guilty of the charges. 
I am satisfied for the reasons discussed above and in going 
through thoroughly the enquiry icpoit Ex. M10 and the 
statements of the witnesses s’n Ex. M9 proceedings that the 
Enquiry Officer did not act in any prejudicial way to the 
workman. The next question that arises is if the finding of 
the Enquiry Officer is correct then whether the punishment 
awarded to rim i s disproportionate to the charges levelled 
a gain v* him, I am afraid here there is loss of 12,158 Ltrs. 
quantity costing about Rs. 83,000 and this has happened to 
the pure negligence of the workman in queseion. Hence giving 
him any relief under Seo. 11-A of the Act would amount 
to misplaced sympathy. Hence I hold that the only the 
enquiry is conducted properl and the order of dismissal is 
also justified In the circumstances of the case. This point 
is answered accordingly. 

18, In the result the reference is ordered acco din cly that 
the act'on of the management of Singareni Col'ierics L’m'ted 
in dismissing Mr. Ch. Srinivas Clerk Mapugliru Aren is legal 
and justified, 

Dictated to the Steno-typist, transcribed by him. corected 
and passed by me and given under npy hand and th<* seal of 
this Tribunal on this the 20th day of September, 1999. 

E. ISMAIL, Industrial Tribunal-1 
Appendix of Evidence 
On validity of Domestic enquiry 

Witness Examined for the Petitioner : Witness Examined for 

the Respondent : 

NIL M.W1 M, Ram Mohan Rao 

Documents marked tor the Petitioner 
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Documents marked for tlio Petitioner 
NIL 


Documents maiked for tlie Respondent : 

Ex, Ml Appointment Order dated 23*5-93 issued to 
MW1 appointing him as Enquiry Offlctr. 

E.y M2 Complaint dated 15-4-93 given by DEOC Mores 
MNG to the C.G.M. (P). 

l:x. M3 Charge sheet dated 7-5-93 issued to the Clerk 
Ch. Srinivas. 

Ex. M4 Explanation dated 16-5-93 submitted by Sri Ch. 
Srinivas to Ex. M3. 

Ex. M5 Notice dated 28-5-93 issued to the worker. 

Sri Srinivas intimating the dute of enquiry. 

Lx. M6 request letter dated 2S-6-93 of Sri Ch. Srinivas 
to furnish the day to day proceedings addressed 
to the Enquiry Officer. 

Lx. M7 Letter dated 9-7-93 of the Enquiry Officer supply¬ 
ing the copy of the enquiry proceeding?. 

Ex. MS Letter dated 22-8-93 of the Enquily Officer 
supplying the copy of Enquiry Proceedings. 

1.x. M9 Enquiry Proceedings recorded by M.W.l. 


BETWEEN 

The General Manager, 

Orient Area, M.C.L. Brajrajnagar, 

District Jharsuguda. ■ 1st Party. 

AND 

Sri Sitaram Gatuk, 

Represented by Joint Secretary, 

Brajrajnagar Coal Mines Workers 
Union (AITUC), At: Lumtibahal, 

Via: Brajrajnagar, Jharsuguda. .. .Und party. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the 1st party:.Sri R. S. Mohapatra, D.P.M. 

Lor the llnd party : Sri D. Mahanto, Vice-President. 
AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, have referred the following dispute for adjudication vide 
No. J.-22012/52/95-J.R. (C-Ilj dated 7-8-95: 

"Whether the action of the management in Mine No. 3, 
Orient Area, Mahonadi Coal Fields Ltd. (Erstwhile 
name South Eastern Coal Fields Ltd.), PO: Braj¬ 
rajnagar, District Jharsuguda terminating the services 
of Sri Sitaram Ganik from 16-5-87 was justified V 
If not, what relief the workman is entitled to 7" 


Ex. M10 Enquiry teport : ubmitted by MW1. 

ON MERITS 

By either side: Nil. 

fit 2 1999 

hi . m. 3 4 3b :—WWlfffT fatJPT rifyffPTE, 
1947 ( 1 947 ffiT 14) TITT 17 T IFpiTUT 

if, ETffiTT LB. *ft. WJ. T 37 

W faTPTTT STK TELiTT 3T sftri, h'TW 

it ttfas wrarfTO fow ii xmfTfqc hfci-r^r 

T TfiT? uTl JTNftffTrT % 'AT %vffd 

ffiT 29-1 1-99 Ti RTVT 

fit. Trfg. — 22012/52/95/vrf W (ffi-ll)] 
05 . rfi. wqtf, wftTffirft 

New Delhi, t 2nd November, 1999 

S.O, 3436,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Industrial Tribunal, 
Rourkela. as shown In the Aimexurc, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
M.C.L, and their workman, which was received by the Cen¬ 
tral Government on 29-10-99. 


2. The case of the 2nd party in brief is that he was 
appointed by the 1st party management and posted in Mine 
No. 3 as general mazdoor on 25-6-80 and since then con¬ 
tinued in his work. That he suffered psychosis disease and 
was under treatment of the Doctor of Government Dispen¬ 
sary, Jharsuguda from 26-4-86 and he wax advised rest during 
period of treatment. He intimated about his illness and 
absence to the management thrice by Regd. post. After being 
declared fit by the Doctor w.e.f. 29-12-87 he npplied to the 
management to allow him to join in duty. But he was ver¬ 
bally informed about termination of his service w.e.f. 16-5-87. 
He appealed to several officers of the management, but in 
vain, .Hence pray for reinstatement with back wages and 
other benefits. 

3. In reply, the management’s plea is that the 2nd party 
was habitual unauthoried absentee and used to remain absent 
from duty without any information or prior permission. That 
the management issued chargeshcet to him for his absence for 
a long period and an enquiry was conducted giving notice 
to the workman. In the enquiry, the charge was proved 
and his service was terminated from 16-5-87. It further 
states that the management has got a fulfledged central hos¬ 
pital for treatment of the employee free of cost and (hat 
Hospital is situated close to the residence of the workman. 
But he did not avail such-medical facility and received treat¬ 
ment from a Doctor who was not a Specialist. It claims 
that a medical certificate has been procured to cover up his 

t'he^efeFeme^ 5 ^ 6 ^ r0ITI duty ' Hence prayer for dismissing 

4. On the aforesaid pleadings of the parties the following 
issues are framed: 


INo, L-22012 /52 /95 / LR(C-IL)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRIBUNAL, ROURKELA 

Industrial Dispute Case No. 87/97 (C) 

Dated, the 17th September. 1999 

PRESENT: 

Sri Alok Kumar Dutta, 

Presiding Officer, 

Industrial Tribunal, 

Rourkela, 


T. Whether the action of the management in mine No. 

I ' n services of Shri Sitaram Ganik 

trom 16-5-87 was justified 7 

IT. If not, what relief the 2nd party is entitled to? 

i N °t, 1 * 0n] y the workman himself on behalf 

on 'behnlf^f tn y Bnd ° ne Cler £ of Mahanadi Coal Field Ltd. 
on behalf of the management have been examined The w™-t 

man states that in 1986 he had bee^to K^arbandh to hfe 

- r:, h r se T a .Y is,t aRd thcre takn ill. He received treat- 
advised Government Dispensary and the Doctor 

rest ' 50 ho could not join in his dutv He Inti- 
mated the management by Regd. Post about his illness vide 

Fote in hls duiv& M Ce,pt ^ ^ fter y eccvw ’ he went to 
ritv dLi nnt.irLi m med,cal certificate. But the autho- 
r ' d,d not al,ow ^ Join intimating that he was no mow 
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it', employment. He proves Ext. 4 as the medical certificate. 
He admits that tire management has hospital within a dis¬ 
tance of about 3 K.M. from Adibasi colony (where he was 
residing. He was suffering from psychosis from 26-4-1986 
to 28-J2-1987. He claims that kumarbandh is about 40 to 
50 K.M. distance from Adibu.i colony. Before proceeding to 
Kumarbandh he did not apply for any leave. M.W.l states 
that the workman was not attending his duty regularly. As 
per Foim-B register, he attended duty only on 176 days in 
1985 vide Ext.A. He pioves Ext. B as the relevant page of 
Form-10 register (Bonus Register) of the company showing 
attendance of the workman in each month of that year. He 
proves Ext. C us the copy of chargesheet issued to the work¬ 
man for his habitual absence from duty. So a domestic en¬ 
quiry was conducted, Elc proves Ext. D as the order consti¬ 
tuting the enquiry. He proves Ext. E as the notice issued to 
the workman to attend the enquiry. The chargesheet and 
enquiry notice were served on the workman by a messenger 
and also by Regd. Post. He proves Ext. F as letter of tenni- 
nation. He admits that in the year 1986, he had not joined 
the office of the company. He has got no personal knowledge 
about the case of the w'orkman and about the proceeding. 
For the first time he saw these documents in court on that 
date. He can not say if the chargesheet and the enquiry 
notice were served on the workman. He cannot say about 
any paper publication giving intimation to the workman about 
the domestic enquiry. He does not know the procedure to be 
followed In the domestic enquiry. He does not know if the 
domestic enquiry was conducted against the workman. 

6. The learned counsel for the workman submits that the 
management has alleged that the workman was habitual 
absentee for which he was chaigeihected and enquiry was 
conducted; and charge was found proved and basing on 
that enquiry, the services of the workman was terminated 
basing on the domestic enquiry. But there is no evidence that 
the domestic enquiry was conducted and that too with the 
knowledge of the workman. So the termination of the ser¬ 
vices of the workman is not justified. On the other hand the 
counsel for the management argues that the workman is a 
habitual absentee and on that occasion also he went to 
Kumarbandh without applying for leave and alleges to have 
fallen ill there which is totally false. Without getting treat¬ 
ment in the management’s hospital, he has procured a medical 
certificate from a Dispensary Doctor to cover up his un¬ 
authorised absence and this has been found in the domestic 
enquiry conducted against the workman of which due notice 
had been given to him. 

7. Ext. E is the termination notice issued! to the workman 
intimating ;ibout his termination of service. Therefore it is 
clearly mentioned that for his unauthorised absence from 
service he was served with chargesheet and enquiry was held; 
and the charges levelled against him were found proved; 
and as such the management terminated his service. So rely¬ 
ing solely on the result of the enquiry, this extreme step 
has been taken by the management terminating the services 
of the workman. So it is to be seen whether enquiry has been 
properly conducted following the principles of natural jus¬ 
tice. 

8. There is no evidence that chargesheet has been served 
on the workman. There is also no evidence that the workman 
was intimated about the constitution of the enquiry and the 
date of enquiry. That moans enquiry if any was held with¬ 
out giving any notice to the workman. That apart there is no 
evidence as to who are the witnesses examined in that en¬ 
quiry proceeding. The enquiry' repoct has also not been 
proved. The F..O. has also not been examined to ascertain 
if the enquiry was conducted following the procedure. So 
from all these facts there is no escape from the conclusion 
that the workman's set vice has been terminated basing on 
enauiry wb : ch has not at all been nroved and which if con- 
ductedj. was conducted without following the principles of 
natural justice. Therefore the termination of services of the 
workman is unjustified. So the workman is entitled for re¬ 
instatement from the date of termination with full back wages. 
Accordingly the issues are answered in favour of the work¬ 
man and against the management, 

9. Accordingly the leference is answered. 

A. K. DUTTA, Presiding Officer 


dT fewff, 4 TW’-, 1999 

ffif. 9T. 3 4 3 7.—tffafifw fariS 

19-17 ( 1947 q;r 14) - dff hth 17 % 

*T, % f jfn sfj. «ft. ’ff. rfr 

T43 I'o'TfiPrT ’TIT ffivh.VG qv sfrq, ^frapj 

B fafa 1 ? fdTlT -T rtr-FH SilsfrfW 

irfir^or, ^ tti?' tt t 3 ;^' y.\ 

Tff HTqilT 3-11-99 d-T Vfr-rf qn 

[tf . ^.-23012/7/96-^lf (tf[- fl)] 

T 7<. < ff. Wi, IPu vftiqiRf 

New Delhi, tiic 4iu November, 1999 

S.O. 3437,—In pursuance ui Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
herehy publishes the Aw.ud oi lire Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the 2iimexurc, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers ir relation 
io the management of ilBMli anil their workman, which 
v/p.* received by the Central Gotornment on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23012/7,'96-IR(C-IIj] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Dcik Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L, IAPAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 

CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 165 of 1997 

The Legal Adviser, 

Nangal Bhakra Ma/dcvn Synch (INTUC), 

Qtr. No. 35/G, Nangal Township, 

Distt. Ropar (Pb.) .... Petitioner 

Versus 

TJre Chief Engineer, 

Bhakra Dam, 

BBMB, 

Nangal Township, 

Distt. Ropar (Pb.) . , . Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVE : 

For the workman : Workman in person. 

For the management: Shri Arvinder Singh. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 28th July 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No, I.-230!2/7/96-IJi(C. ID dated 12th September 
1997 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

“Whelher the action of the management of Bhakra 
Dam BBMB. Nangal Townshio In not nay'ng wages 
for the period 19-11-S6 to 9-9-87 (when the woik- 
mun was absent due to illness) and for the period 
10-9-87 to the 1st half of 24-9-88 (when the work¬ 
man was pot allowed to perform duty' to Sh. 
Rame«h Singh. Welder, legal and jus*Tied ? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entit'ed 7” 

2. Today the case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
bv the. workman. Workman appeared and made (he state¬ 
ment that the dispute with the management has be n settled 
anvcnbly and he docs not want to pursue with th: present 
reference. In view of the above, the present reference is 
returned to the Appropriate Government ns settled. 
Appropriate Government be informed, 

B, T, JATAV, Presiding Officer 
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Tf. STL 3138 —BmtfCT fruiT TTf'jtBBB, 

1947 ( 1947 Tf 14) iff 97TT 17 % ^T, 

*r<f\ r ( bwpc aft. sft. tb. *ft. T % 

BB2i -m tb^rt % B-jB-B b 

fBfw fccrrT b %?jfW br^k sftsftfBir 

*rftpfPOT, BttfWiB % brtb *fr swiftra - |, sfr 

BRTTTlB 3-11-99 iftRTB gTHT «TT I 

[B. fi[B-23012/l 0 / 9 7-snf stir (iff-ll)] 

RB. Tr. %T7m^T, t^fT JTfwrft 

New Delhi, ihe 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3438.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23012/ 10/97-IR(C-Il)j 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. LD. 164/98 

Sh. Chet Ram, 

C/o General Secretary, 

BSL Project Mazdoor Ekta Union, 

Sundemagar, 

Distt. Mandl (H.P.) .... Petitioner 

Versus 

The Executive Engineer, 

Pimdoh Dam Division, 

B.B.M.B., 

Pandoh (LLP.) .... Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman: None. 

For the management: Sbri D. L. Sharma, 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10-6-1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L-23012/lO/97-lR(CM II) dated 31st July 
1998 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Chief Engineer, Beas Sutlej 
Link Project, BBMB Sundemagar (H.P.) and Exe¬ 
cutive Engineer Pandoh Darn Division, Pandoh in 
disengaging Sh. Chet Rarn from the services on 
31-3-92 and terminating his services on 18-10-96 
without any notice is just and legal 7 If not. to 
what relief is he entitled ?’’ 

2. Today the case was fixed for filling of claim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notices, none has put up 
appearance. It appears that workman is not inter >sted to 
pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to (he Appropriate Government 
for want of prosecution. 


Tr. ?rr. 3439.—sftiftfBBr fracr? BftrfBBB, 
1947 (1947 Tr 14) ift trirr 17 t jljbob if, 
bbtr jft. 3 ft. ob. sft. % % 

BBS fBBrwr sftr BB% HBTRf % 3ftB, SfTBB if 
sfrarfBT firiB b erbr BwtfB-T 

fc'fepBBB, ’FjYtBT % BB1B iff RBriflcf IRcft 
Bt %BftB BITTT ift 3-11-99 Tt jj*fr BI I 

[b. t^r- 23012 / 12 / 97 -^ trrr (ffr-It)] 

OB. Bt. 13B1B, tfiBBiU 

New Delhi, tho Uh November, 1999 

S.O. 3439.—la pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereny publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in ttre industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23012/12/97-IR(C-II)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. 1ATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. LD. 166/98 

General Secretary, 

BSL Project Mazdoor Ekta Union, 

Sundernugar, 

Distt. Mandl (H.P.) - Petitioner 

Versus 

The Executive Engineer, 

Pandoh Dam Division, 

B.B.M.B., 

Pandoh (H.P.) - Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman: None. 

For the management ■ Shri D. L. Sharma. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10-6-1999) 


The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification Mo. L-23012/12/97-IRfCM-II) dated 31st July 
1998 has referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Chief Engineer, Bcas Sutlej 
Link Project, BBMB, Sundemagar (H.P.) and Exe¬ 
cutive Engineer, Pandoh Dam Division in disengag¬ 
ing Sh. Dayalu Ram from the services on 31-3-92 
and terminating his services on 18-10-96 without 
notice is just and legal 7 Jf not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled 7” 

2 Today the case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notices, pone has put up 
appearance- It appears. that workman i s not interested to 
pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, 
the present reference is returned to the Appropriate Govt., 
for want of prosecution. 


B, L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 


B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
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fip?5ft ( 4 TTTO, 1999 

«pt. wr. 3440 .—Tftwtftrr fawn? wftrftfEffr, 
1947 (1947 wff 14) sfft wftt 17 % ft, 

tefto Br^ir aft. sft. t^w. aft. % stouts % 
tos: f?nftav*^f *ftr ^i% *pfarrfi % aftT, stj^et 
ir fafks: wfafrfftT f*rrre ft %rft£r wftfft wtefTftiT 
wfspfniT, ’waftfir % to qrt stoItot TTcfr $, 
Gft %EftW ITT’fFfT *fft 3 - 11-99 WFf RTO gWF «TF I 

[*r. tr^- 23012 / 20 / 97 -m^ wit (Tfr-ll)] 
tjw. <ft. %wr, wfaTrfr 

Now Delhi, [he 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3440.—In pursuance o£ Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown In the Annexurc, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23012/20/97-IR(C-lI)j 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 133/98 

Sh. Narpat. 

9, MIL, Pandoh, 

Jagiz Colony, 

Pandoh, 

Mandi (H.P.) ... Petitioner 

Versus 

The Executive Engineer, 

Pandoh Dam Division, 

B.B.M.B., 

Pandoh (H.P.) .... Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman: None. 

For the management. Shri D. L, Sharma. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10-5-1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No, L-23012/20/97-IR(CM-II) dated 17th July 
1998 Das referred the following dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Chief Engineer, Beas Sutlej 
Link Project, BBMB Sundemagar (H.P.) and Exe¬ 
cutive Engineer. Pandoh Dam Division, Pandoh 
in disengaging Sh. Narpat S/o Dhani Singh from 
services on 31-3-92 and terminating his services on 
18-10-96 without any notice is just and legal 7 If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled 7" 

2 . Today the case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notices, none has put up 
appearance. Tt appears that workman is not interested to 
pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to the appropriate Government 
for want of prosecution. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
Wf fkvft, 4 BWt, 1999 

TFT. WT, 3441 .—wWrf*Pfl fWTFT wfafftTB, 

19 47 ( 194 7 TT 14) ^ WITT 17 % fciJWTW ft, 


%Tfftr TOR aft. aft. FHT. aft. % 5R7tfftw % 
war^j fuft) 4 ft) wk Trft t4tttT % ftVw, W'jww 

ii wkftfftr' fftWT if BTTFT wkftfftfiF 

wfftWTOT, TkLTT % TWIT To TTifsTT TTfft I, 

ftrfW grrir Tt 3 - 11-99 ftT rtlt «tt i 

[ft. FtW-23012/(il/97-Wlf WIT (ftt-II)] 

TT. (ft. #*TF wfftTrft 


New Delhi, the rib Nov'mi-?r 1 [QOu 

S.O. 3441.—hi pursuance of section 17 of tne industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation, 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23 012/61 / 97-lR(C-lI)] 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Offlcei 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. .TATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT. CHANDIGARH 

Case No. I.D. 258/98 

Sh. Bhagat Ram, 

S/o Sh. Paras Ram, 

C/o Sh. Dhani Ram. 

General Secretary, 

B.S.L, Project, 

Mazdoor Ekta Union Sundemagar (H.P.) 

.... Petitioner 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer, 

BtSL Project, 

BBMB, 

Sundemagar. 

The Executive Engineer, 

Township Division, 

BBMB, 

Sundemagar (H.P.) 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman: None. 

For the management): Sh. D. L, Sharma. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10th June, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. L-23012/6J/97-IR<CM-TI) dated 10th 
November 1998 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the Chief Engineer, Beas Sutlej 
Link Project, BBMB, Sundemagar (IIP) and Exe¬ 
cutive Engineer, Township Division, BBMB, Sunder- 
nagar in disengaging Sh. Bhaga.t Ram S/o Sh. Paras 
Ram from services on 31-3-92 and terminating hts 
services on 18-10-96 without notice is just and 
legal 7 If not, to what relief is flic workman 
entitled 7” 

2. Today the case was fixed for filing of calim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notic cs, none has put up 
appearance. It appears that workman is not interested to 
pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, 
the present reference is returned to the Appropriate Govt.’, 
for want of prosecution. 


B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
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fit fftft, 4 R’TUR; 1999 

spU Tfr. 34 42 -—ftftUTT CUfK 

1947 ( 1947 ft 14) ftr ETRT 17 T u 

kT'fW ERTR ft. ft. ittt. ift. ip lUPMftl % 
Iftffftft ?f|T THTift % ftif, TFjftl t 

fftfte: fftTlT if ftftd EmfiR fttfiftT 

irfOTiw, *Tftof %. tftc: ftr TTtfsrcr Tuft 2, 
ft ft if FT ?RTR ft 3-11-99 REcf J3U 'FT I 

[ft tnr-23 012/64/97-SITt WR (ft II)J 

tur. 'ft. ftijunr, f»=q> tsrFimft 

New Delhi, the 4lii November, 1999 

S.O. 3142.—In pursuance of Section 17 ol" the Industrial 
Disputes Aci, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centl.il Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in."the industrial dispute between the employers isi relation 
to the management of BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-230l2/64/97-lR(C-lI)] 

N. I 1 . KKSAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNE! TOUR 

BEFORE SHR1 B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARFI 

Case No. I.D. 265/98 

Sh. Nikka Ram, 

S/o Sh. Berlajoo, 

C/o Sh. Dhani Ram. 

General Secretary, 

B.S.L. Project Mazdoor Ekia Union, 

Sundernagar (H.P.) . . . Petitioner 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer, 

BSL Project, 

BBMB, 

Sundernagar. 

The Executive Engineer, 

Township Division. 

BBMB, 

Sundernagar (H.P.) .... Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman: None. 

For the management Sh. D." L. Sharmn. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10th Juno, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notiflcalon No. L-23012/64/97-TRfCM-Il) dated 10th 
November 1998 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication: 

“W1 ether the action of the Chief Engineer, Bcas Sutlej 
Link Project, BBMB Sundernagar (UP! and Exe¬ 
cutive Engineer, TownsUri Division, BBMB, Sunder- 
rnnjir. hi disengaging Sh. NiU.-n Ram S/o Sh. 
Barlaioo from services on 31-3-92 and terminating 
his serviccc on IR- 1 0-96 without notice is lust and 
legal ? rf n ot, to what relief is the workman 

entitled 7" 

2. Todav the case was fixed for filling of claim statement 
bv the, workman. Desoitc several notices, none has nut up 
appearance. It appears that workman Is not Interested to 


pursue with the. present reference. In view of the above, 
the present reference is returned to the Appropriate Govl. 
for want of prosecution. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 

ft iftft T, 4 ftRft, 1999 

Tf. W. 3-143 —ftftf'TT fafiTT ftTfa-UT, 
19 47 ( 1947 Tf 14) ft FRT 17 TTTETCT if, 

ftft<T jtttr ft. ft. n. ft. ft mutr-ft ft 
ftt friftrftr ftr< -jft tetri % Hit, sr-tftj if 
ftFre ftfffiftiT- Funs i h - f;: jrtk ftftfftF 
WftfTs’Jr, ft TTR ftt TTiftbT TCff ft ft 

HTTK ft 3-11-99 ft TOT Jflf F( I 

. TU-23 012;'o7/9 ?-■■?(• R WiT (ftf-H )] 
ifT. ft. ftrUT, P-V 

New Delhi, the 4tli November, 1999 

S.O. 3443.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 oi 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh as shown in the Annexure, 
in the industrial dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management oi BBMB and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-23012/67/97-lR(C-lI)[ 
N. P. KESAVAN, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SIIRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHANDIGARH 

Case No. LIT. 246/93 

Sh. Mohan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Dei Ram, 

C/o Sh, Dhani Ram. 

Genera] Secretary, 

B.S.L. Project, 

Mazdoor Ekta Union, 

Sundernagar (H.P.) Petitioner 

Versus 

The Chief Engineer. 

BSL Project, 

BBMB, 

Sundernagar. 

The Executive Engineer, 

HC ft. BG Division, 

BBMB, 

Sundernagar (H.P.) Respondents 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

For the workman : None. 

For the management ■ Sit D, L. Sltnrma. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 10th June, 1999) 

The T'entrnl Government Mh'hf.", of I ,>hon- ride 
Notification No, L-23012/67/97-TRfCM-II) dated 10th 
"Moitemb-r. 199S has referred (he following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the Chief F.rtgineer. Bras Snilei 
Tank Protect. BBMB Sundern'mer (FTP! and Exe¬ 
cutive. Fnmneer HO ft BG. BBMR Sundermpar 
in disengaging Sh, Mohan Singh S 'o Sh. Del Ram 
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from services oh 3 1-8-92 and terminating his services 
on 18-10-96 without notice is just and legal,? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled 

2. Today the case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
by the workman. Despite several notices, none has put up 
appearance. It appears that workman is not interested to 
pursue with the present reference. In view of the above, the 
present reference is returned to the Appropriate Goevrnment, 
for want of prosecution. 

B, L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 

Tf ft&ft, 3 ’pnsr, 1996 

vi. wr. 3444 .—kfrvTfo* fanr wftrftFnr, 

1947 ( 1947 ffiT 14) Tft WECT 17 % R, 

%vjfrrr qvza, fimran^^r «fti % stt?; s % 
Rsrar farftTT?! *fk vftvnrr % <K r 3sr 
if fafttsr wfaftfuT famr ft T fl t ftfft v TrfaTT®r/wrR 
fTTWHT fwmTOTH % 1TO fft HVlftHf Vcft 
t, 3ftRUMT vt 3-11-1699 Vt OT-iT pc,T«fT 1 

[ft. ftR-“3401l/4/97“Wf WT (ftfw) ] 

ttfU't tw Tftf, ftfspMfr 

New Dolhl, the 3rd November, 1999 

S O. 3444.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 Of 1947), the Central Government 
lrereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Vlsakhapatnam aa shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers In relation 
to the management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust and their 
workman, which waB received by the Central Government 
on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-3401 l/4/97-IR(M)] 
KULDtP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT: VISAKHAPATNAM 

PRESENT : 

Sri C. Satnbasiva Rao, M.A., B.L., Chairman, Industrial 
Tribunal & Presiding Officer, Labour Court, 
Visakhapatnam. 

I.T.LD.(C) 16/97 

Dated: 23rd day of August, 1999 

No. L-34011/4/97-IRCMlsc.l, Ministry of Labour, Govt, of 
India, dt: 23-7-97. 

BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, 

Port & Dock Employee* Association, 

14-25-32A, Dandu Bazar, 

Maharanipeta, 

Visakhapatnam-2. Workman 

AND 

Die Chairman, 

Visakhapatnam Port Trust, 

Visakhapatnam, Management 

Thta dispute coming on for hearing before me In the 
presence of workman in person and management appeared 
In person. o« perusing the material papers on record the 

sstoJ* b35 * ta *' 
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AWARD 

Memo filed as not pressed, since management is said to 
be considering Sympathetically the claim of workman. Hente 
Nil. Award is passed. 

GT7en under my hand and seal of the court this the 
23rd day of August, 1999. 

C. SAMBASIVA RAO, Ch&WHMl 
3 1999 

vr. nrr, 3445.— Tfaftfirv Petit wfafaTR, 

1947 ( 1947 VT 14) ift HITT 17 % TTfftUT ft, 
RTVIT, fq5TITn t TJ'T I T 'ftj <*6d % TT-tlfTT % 
ftT3 fftfttTVf Tfir vftTrrrf % aft*, RfirR ft 
frfTES Tfwifnv Petit ft ftWrfftE 
KTutrm fVrrnTHjTR dtit vt srEifaft vtrft 
5ft taftR Rfft(t Vt 30-11*99 «tft gftr TM 

[ft. 3401 l/l9/97—Wlf OTT (TT«T)} 

dt tr?, i*v 

NeW Delhi, the 3rd November, 199P 

S O. 3445.— In pursuance Of Section 17 Of th* Ihduftrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal/ 
Labour Court, Visakhapntnum fcs shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of Visakhapatnam Port Trust and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 3-11-1999. 

[No. L-34011 /l 9/97-IR(M)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Dak Officer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM* 
LABOUR COURT . VISAKHAPATNAM 

PRESENT : 

Sri C. Sambasiva Rao, M.A., B.L., 

Chairman & Presiding Officer. 

Dated: 6th day of September, 1999 
I.T.I.D. (027/98 

Ref. No. L-3401 l/19/97-lR(M) dt. 25-5-98 
BETWEEN 

The General Secretary, 

Port A Dock Employees Association, 

I4-25-32A, Dandu Bazar, 

Maharanipeta, 

ViStkhapatnam-2. Workman 

AND 

The Chairman, 

Visakhapatnam Port Trust, 

Visakhapatnam. Management 

This dispute coming on for hearing before me In the 
presence of workman In person find the manag-mwi In person. 
On perusing the entire material cyi record, E>e court passed 
the following: 

AWARD 

Memo filed not pressing the claim. Nil award passed. 

Given under my hand and seal of the court this the 
6th dhy of September, 1997. 

C. SAMBASIVA RAO, Chairman 
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New Delhi, the 3rd November, 1999 

SO. 3446.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal! Labour 
Court, No. 1, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in 
the Industrial. Dispute between the employers in re¬ 
lation to the management of Jawaharlal Nehru Port 
Trust and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 3-11-99. 

[No. L-31012) 13 [92 (M)l 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1, MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri Justice C. V. Govardhan, Presiding Officer. 
REFERENCE NO. CGIT-29 OF 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Management—Shri Lancy D’Souza, 

For the Workmen—Shri Jayprakash Sawant, 

Advocate. 

STATE : Maharashtra. 

Mumbai, dated the 21st day of October,. 1999 

AWARD 

1. The Central Govt, by its order dated 14-6-93 
has-referred the following dispute between the 
management of Jawaharlal Nehku Port Trust and 
their workmen for adjudication by this Tribunal. 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust in tern]mating 
the sendees of Mr, Vasant Pandurang 
Thakur, Mali arid Mr. - Harishchandra 
Kathpd Mhatre, Mali w.e.f, 6-12-1989 is 
legal and justified ? If not, to what relief 
the concerned workmen arc entitled ?” 


2, The averments in the amended claim statement 

is as follows : 

Shri V. P. Thakur and Shri H. K. Mhatre were 
in continuous employment of Jawaharlal 
Nehru Port Trust w.e.f. 15-12-85. The 
management of the JNPT refused employ¬ 
ment w.e.f. 6-12-1989 without following 
the principle of natural justice and by way 
of victimisation, the above named work¬ 
men were working in the capacity of 
Mali (Gardener) and the nature of work 
done by them is a permanent one. They 
were demanding wages and other' service 
conditions as applicable to other workers 
since they were paid only meagre wages by 
way of victimisation. They were unlaw¬ 
fully terminated from service. The union 
prays that the management may be ordered 
to reinstate these workmen w.e.f. 6-12-89 
with back wages and other benefits. The 
management has not followed .Section 25-F 
of the I D. Act. The termination, of the 
above two workmen is, therefore, void. 
Hence the dispute. 

3. The management in their written statement con¬ 
tends as follows : 

The two persons involved in the reference were 
engaged as casual workmen on plantation 
work for a limited period w.e.f. 1st May, 
1989. The nature of their duties were 
digging nits and planting plants, The work 
in JNPT being temporary and casual in 
nat'ure, the workmen has beer given tem¬ 
porary appointment as daily rated workmen, 
As soon as the plantation work was com¬ 
pleted the service of the sm'd casuals were 
discontinued w.e.f. 6-12-1989. TV wre-V- 
men are. therefore not entitled *o rov rebef. 
On the above pleadings the following issues 
are framed. 

(1) Whether the workmen nroved that their 
services were terminated by way of victi¬ 
misation. 

(2) Whether the two workmen Mr. V. P. 
Thakur and Shri H. K. Mhatre have 
worked under the management of TNPT 
for not less than 240 d«vs prior to their 
termination dated 6-12-89, 

(3) Whether the workmen are entitled to re¬ 
instatement and other benefits. 

Issue No. 1: 

Tn the Claim statement the unffin has ptaved that tv 
two workmen concerned in this reference were paid 
more amount of wages and fh^r thev were demanding 
v.'-’ces and oTier seVce copdffions as aoolicab’e to 
offier workers, of JNPT. Therefore, their services 
were terminated w.e.f. 6-12-89 bv way of mctlmisa- 
tion. The JNFT has denied the same and has con¬ 
tended that these workmen were onlv casuals and 
them services came to an end on. the jconipletjori, of 
the work of plantation for which they have- been- en*. 
gaged and there is no question of any victimisation. 
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The workmen have not been examined to say that they 
were victimised on account ot tneir demand tor equal 
pay wnh otner workers. The Vice President of the 
iNnuvo iiiovu Post and Gen. Workers Union who has 
filed affidavit on behalf of the union has not staled in 
his aiuuavit that the workmen were paid meagre wages 
and on account of their demanding equal wages with 
other workers then set vices were terminated by way 
ot victimation. T nere is no evidence for the victimi¬ 
sation pleaded by the workmen, Therefore, this issue 
is answered in the negative. 

2. Issue No. 2: 

The workmen have come forward with the Claim state¬ 
ment comending that they were in continuous employ¬ 
ment of jNPT w.e.f. .1 .V12-85 and they were retused 
employment w.e.t. 6-12-89 without following the prin¬ 
ciples of natural justice and in accordance with Sec¬ 
tion 25-F ot the i.D. Act. The JNbT has contended 
in the written statement that the workmen were emp¬ 
loyed as casuals and their claim that they have work¬ 
ed tor more than 240 days prior to their termination 
is not coirect. It is also stated that the allegation that 
they were in continuous employment w.ed, 15-12-85 
is not correct. An application lor production of docu¬ 
ments has been filed by the workmen and tile manage¬ 
ment has also produced the attendance particulars of 
the two workmen. The attendance particulars of 
Mr. Thakur would show that the workman had worked 
from 1-7-86 to 15-4-87 intermittently and subsequent 
to 15-4-87 he was given work only on 1-5-89. It 
would also show that there was a gap of two years 
during which period he was not employed by JNPT. 
Similarly the attendance particulars of Mr. Mhatre 
would show that he was employed only on 1-5-89 
after he ceased to be on employee of the JNPT 
on 9-4-86. As far as Mr. Thakur is concerned there 
was no employment for him during 1987 while 
Mr. Bhatre is concerned he was not under employment 
of JNPT during 1987 as well as 1988. From 1-5-89 
to 2-12-89 no doubt he has worked on certain dates 
but the total does not come to 240 days. The learned 
counsel appearing for the workmen would draw the 
attention of this Tribunal to Section 25(B)(1) and 
Section 25(F) of the I.D. Act and argued that Section 
25(B)(1) talks of uninterrupted service to include 
service which may be interrupted on account of sick¬ 
ness or authorised leave or an accident or a strike 
which ha s not been declared illegal or lockout or 
cessation of work which is not clue to any fault on 
the part oF the workmen, but that is an independent 
clause which neither governs nor controls the mime 
diatclv succeeding clause and that non-emp’oyment of 
the workman Mr. Thakur during 1987 and Mr, Mailnw 
during 1987-88 was an attempt of the cessation of 
work wh : ch is not due to any of their fault and there¬ 
fore, it must be held that they arc in continuous ser¬ 
vice and tcrmm-'tion of their services without following 
th~ p’-ovi' ’on of Sec'ion 25-F of the I.D. Act is illegal 
The learned counsel also relies upon dec'sion repor'ed 
in 1991 T LIT uage 155 between State Bank of Tndia 
Madras vs. Central Govt, Industrial Tribunal, Madras 
and Anr. in support of his above contention. The 
learned counsel also relies upon the decision of the 
Supreme Court reported in 1986 Fab. I.C. page 98 
bertve A n WoA-roen of Amrican Express International 
Banking Corporation vs. Management of American 
Express International Banking Corporation. According 


to the learned counsel the Supreme Court has held 
that what is conunuous service nas been defined and 
explained m Section 25 (B) ot the Act and in view 
ot sub-scction (2) of Section 25-B the workmen shall 
be deemed to be in continuous serv ce if he has 
“actually worked under un. employer ’ lor a particular 
period. 

4. 'Ihe learned counsel appearing for the manage 
menl on ine ouier Hand drew die attention of mis 
IriDunal to the evidence of MW-1 which is to tue efiec. 
thai Mr. Ihakur and Mr. Mhatre were engaged as 
casual labourers ror plantation woik and the period as 
then- engagement has been filed as annexuies A & B 
ot jNl'is reply and that they have not pm in 240 
days of coiu.uuous se>\i.e m one year, the learned 
counsel appearing for the management would argue t m 
die attendance particulars would snow that Mr. Thakur 
was engaged for the tin.t time ironi 1st May, 1989 
aiter 15di April, 1987 and Mr. Mnatie was engaged 
for the l.,t lime on 1st May, 1989 after 9tli April, 
1987 and il would show that they have no- put in more 
than 240 days of smke immediaiely preceding the 
dale ol their non-engagement. Accord.ng io the learned 
counsel, they being c.putil employee on the need basis 
they have no right of employment and their non-engage¬ 
ment would not amount to termination of service, ine 
learned counsel also refers to the decision reported in 
19S7 and it would show that they have not put in more 
Ltd. and The Rashtriya Mill Mazdoor Sangh wherein 
the Supreme Court has held that Badli Workmen are 
really casual employees without any right to be em¬ 
ployed. The workmen herein being casuals, as per the 
above decision, they have no right to be employed 
after cessation. In the decision reported in 1997(6) 
FLR page 237 between Himanshu Kumar Vidyanni 
and others and State of Bihar and others, the Supreme 
Court has held that where the employees weC not 
appointed to the post in accordance with the rules but 
were engaged on the basis of the need of the work hey 
are temporary employees woi king on daily wages and 
their disengagement from service cannot be continued to 
;.he a retrenchment, under the I.D. Act.' The version of 
the management that thev are only casuals and daily 
wages not having been disputed are challenged. The 
workmen who have suffered cessation of work for more 
than one year cannot invoke Section 25(B)(1) of the 
I.D. Act and contend that they were supposed to be in 
continuous service irrespective of the cessation of work. 

5. An attempt has been made to show that the 
management has discriminated these workmen and has 
employed their juniors foi plantation work MW-1 has 
stated that the workmen who were engaged as casuals 
only for plantation work and it was over and now the 
maintenance of gardens alone is done and for that pur¬ 
pose they haive made 18 mazdoors as permanent on the 
basis they have completed 240 days of service. When 
the documentary evidence filed by both s'des show that 
the workmen herein have not satisfied the requirements 
of continuous service- of 240 days prior to the cessation 
of work, the version of the workmen that they have been 
discriminated and they are entitled to an order of 
reinstatement cannot be accepted, It is more so, when 
the workmen have not placed anv evidence that the 18 
persons who have been absorbed were actually juniors 
to these two workmen and thev have not completed 
240 days of continuous service. It is thus seen that the 
workmen who wants to-invoke Section 25(B) of the I.D. 
Act have not given evidence before the Tribunal that 
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Tnspite of the availability of- the work, for no fault of 
theirs there wia a cessation of work for them for more 
than one year prior to their non-employment. There¬ 
fore, I am of opnion that their version that they have 
put in more than 240 days of continuous service and 
therefore they are entitled to an order of reinstatement 
cannot be upheld. In this context, 1 wish to refer to 
a decision of the Calcutta High Court wherein the 
Division bench of Calcutta High Court has held that 
even if the casa.d workers had continuously worked for 
more than 240 days, they do not derive a right to be 
permanently absorbed in service and that mere conti¬ 
nuous of prolo ged service does not ripen into regular 
service and to cL im substantly or permanent status. 
Therefore, the workmen who have not raised any dis¬ 
pute with reg< rd o their non-employment in 1986 and 
has Suffered a ce sation of work for more than one 
year cannot now urge that there is a violation of Sec¬ 
tion 25-F of the I.D. Act, on account their non- 
employment fro n 6-12-89 andthat it is not legal and 
justified. In that view I hold that the action of the 
management of JNPT in terminating the service of 
Mr. V. P. Thakur and Mr. H. K. Mhatre is legal and 
justified and therefore, they are not entitled for any 
relief, I hold on Issue Nos, 2 and 3 accordingly. 

In the result, an Award is passed holding that the 
non-emoloyment w.e.f. 6-12-89 of Mr. Thakur and 
Mr. Mhatre is legal and justified and they are not en¬ 
titled to tmy relief. 

C. V. GOVARDHAN, Presiding Officer 

*r| fortft, 4 mnsur, 1999 

«ft. trr. 344 7.- i -*fi?rtf7r* twe 
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New Delhi, the 4th November, 19 99 

S.O. 5447-~In pnratumcc ot fSeetion 17 of the Industrial 
Deputes Act, 1947 (14 erf 1947), die Central Gonenunant 
hereby publ tubes the Award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Jabalpur as shown in the Aancxure, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Vehicle Factory, ?abelpur and their ■work¬ 
man, which was received fey the Central Ooronwot on 
4-11-99. 

{No. L-M0fl/1/904R(E)U)] 
KULBIP RAI VERM A. Desk Officer 

AMNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIHUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (MF) 
Cate No. CGTT/LC/R/i97/90 


Presiding Officer ;Shri T>. ft. ttortt. 
Shri Ahmed AS KVaa end Otors, 


through! 

Shri B. Cuba, 

<4 era red Secretary, 

Vehicle Factory Maidpor Union, 
House No. 22Q0, 

PO VFJ Estate, 

Jabalpur. 

Versus 


.. .Applicant 


The General Manager. 

Vehicle Factory, ,, 

Jatjalpur. ... Non-applicant. 

AWARD 

Delivered on this 8th day of October, 1990 

1. The Government of India, Ministry of Labour vide order 
No. L-14011 /I /90-IRDU dated 20-11-90 has referred the 
fo.lowing dispute for adjudication by 'his tribunal 

“Whether the i eversion of Shri Ahmed Ali Khwi and 
8 others (listed below) fjotn the post of Tailor ‘C’ 
to Labour ‘B’ and their con&wuciu reduction in 
pay scale l.e. from 85-2 : 95-3-Ufi to Rs, 70-1-80- 
EB-1-85 on {heir absorption-on transfer in the Vehi¬ 
cle Factory, Jabalpur (MP) is justified ? If not, 
what relief these workman are entitled to ?" 


List of workers: 

1. Shri Ahmed Ali Khan 

2. Shri Basurudin 

3. Shri Rejesbwar Pd. Sbarma 

4. Shri Moitaq Ahmed 


03/?fi/8335 
NTM/2«3/8340 
VSS/W/W1 
TAN/93/8395 


5. Shri Bhagwau Singh 

6 . Shri Ram Prashad 

7. Shri Mahendra Singh 

8. Abib 


GS/14/8352 

TAN/94/8374 

STM/?17/?372 

C)M3/01/ilO 


9. Shri Mohamad Ajem STM/180/8371 

2. The admitted facts of the case pro tot the 9 workmen 
are employees of Vehicle Factory, Jabalpur. -All of them 
were employed as tailor ‘C’ in the Ordnance Clothing Factory, 
Sbabjabarwpvr, UP and Wei* drawing a apiary of 16-2-05- 
3-) 10. jt was decided to retrench the staff and these work¬ 
men voJuQtcered to to Vehicle Factory, Jabalpur. At 
Jabajpur, there wap no post of Tailoi-C Grade hence they 
Were offered the pest of Labour B which the workman accep¬ 
ted. The pay scale of labeur-B grade is Ra. 70-1-80-EB-J-85. 
Ail the workmen are working at Vehicle Factory, Jabajpur 
without interruption in service. The workman Ahmed AU 
was declared flimsi-permanent in the grade of tailor - C’ w.e.f. 
1-11-66, The other employees were declared quasi-permanent 
in the Grade erf Labour with effect from 1*1 1-46. The 
present workman filed the case under Section 33(CK?) under 
LD. Act in this court and this court decide that the claim¬ 
ants are entitled to pay scale they were getting at Shah- 
jahanapur. 

3. The case of the workmen j» tot toy were jj$Mfered 
from Ordnance Cfothytg Factory, yhatojajignnpur to Vehicle 
Factory, jutmlpur by an order dated 9-1-67. Ihe transfer 
was treated to be a transfer op account of Administrative 
necessity and they were paid allowances for the same. The 
workmen have travelled at public expense jp join duty of 
permanent nature. At Jabalpur, they were paid Jior one year 
the same salary which they were getting at Shablahanapur 
after one year they were pad in lower scale which is 70-1-80- 
EB-1-8J. The management cannot reduce to pay of the 
workman. The workman prays thgt they be paid the salary 
in the pay scale of Taiior-C Grade and difference of salary. 


4. The esse of the management is that in the year 1066-67, 
due to reduction of work load these workmen became surplus 
at Ordnance Cloahing Factory, Shahiahanapur. Accordingly the 
present workmen were served with notice of retmechment. 
The management in order to provide employment to the 
workman collected Information from various ordnance fac¬ 
tories in to country and put up th» requirement of various 
factories in to notice board. The present workman accepted 
ifi writing that toy will accept the Labour ‘B‘ category at 
Vehicle Factory, Jabtdpur. The workman submitted jjielr 
nppKeaffotw and 'wttlingly neeepteff to post of Lqfepur *B* 
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Grade. On their application, the workman were patted to 
V*Mde Factory, Jabalpur in the pay scale of Labour b 
G rade. The present workman in the year 1979 filed a 
petition before this court for grant of pay scale of tailor 'C* 
grade and this court gave thtm this relief. Tile management 
challenged this decision in the High Court of MP. This 
petition of the management was allowed by MP High Court 
vide its judgement dated 3-7-86. The order of this court 
has been set aside. The present workman then filed an SLP 
in the Supreme Court which has been dismissed by order 
dated 12-1-89, Thus the present dispute has been finally 
settled by judgement of High Court of MP and not inter¬ 
fered by Honourable Supreme Court. The present dispute 
cannot be decided contrary to order of the High Court dated 
37*86. The management seeks that this reference be ans¬ 
wered in their favour. 
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5. This courtjn case No. C-549/79 order dated 21*8-84 has 
decided that this pay scale which the employees were draw¬ 
ing at Orpuance Ciothmfi Factory, Shanjonanapur, CP in 
tailor ‘C Grade is admissible tp the workman at Vehicle 
Factory, Jabalpur. Copy of this order has been filed by 
workman in this ease. 

6. The High Court pf MP i n miscellaneous petition No. 
2304/83 by order dated 3-7-86 baa held that tie orders of 
the court in case No. C-549/79 is qtiftehad. This order of 
Honourable High CpiKl hgs been challenged before the 
Supreme Court in miscellaneous petition No, 392/85. The 
Supreme Court has dismissed the petition. Thus the 
order of the High Court has become final which means 
that the workman cannot get the benefit of pay scale of 
tftilpr C Grade while they are working as Labour B Grade 
at Vehicle Factory, Jabalgpr. 

7. Exhibit M-l is the general notice issued by Ordnance 
tlothirjg Factpry, bhafijahanapur Informing the employees 
that there are requirements of labour B grade and those who 
■are desirous of going on transfer from Tailor r C may submit 
fbatr appUcgtjon. Again ip M-2, a general notice has been 
given that there is requirement of labour B grade and those 
anipJoyees working in tailor C' are wijlfng to go as labour 
B tjicy pray apply for the same- It further mentions that 
the transfers will be at public expenses. In persuance to this 
workman Ahmed Ali Khan, Rpm Prasad, Mohd. Ajiz, 
Mahinder Singh, Mustak Ahmed, Basiruddin applied these 
documents are M-3-A to M-3-G. Tfic order of appointment 
is Exhibit M 4(A) to M 4(E). It clearly states that they will 
be employed as labour B grade in the pay scale of 70-1-80- 
EB4-85. It further mentions that at the date of order they 
were tailor C grade In the pay scale of 85-2-95-3-110, Thus 
from the beginning the option was within the workman to 
choose (he appointment of Labour 8 Grade and they willingly 
exercise their lights and were posted as labour B grade in 
Vehicle Factory, Jabalpur. The workman knew from the 
4at* df application fp r appointment that they will he getting 
the salary m the pay scale of 7(M*§0-EB*l-85. They also 
knew that they will be labour ‘B’ Grade. In fact the appoint¬ 
ment as labour B grade Is a tiew appointment. The work¬ 
man were retrenched from the post of tailor *C Grade at 
Clothing Factory, Shahjanhanpur. After retrenchment they 
have made application pn4 Jpn the basis of application, they 
had hegn selected and posted a - q labour B Grade at Vehicle 
Factory, Jabulpyr. The fight tg pay scale of tailor ‘C’ grade 
came to an end the day they were retrenched from thi» 
poet. 

8. The workman are misusing generousity of the manage- 
fltept in Betting them ported as labour B Grade at Vehicle 
Factory, Jabalpur. Since they were declared surplus from 
Oothing Factory, Shahjahanpur their work as tailer ‘C’ 
Grade-’G’ came to an end. The management has helped 
them to get a 2ad job which Is labour category ‘B’ at Vehicle 
Factory, Jabalpur. This act of generousity Is being painted 
into an act of in jusfiea by the presept workman. They are 
canvassing that the same management has reverted them 
from a superior pay scale to junior pay scale without any 
fault of theirs. The picture projected by the workman is 
distorted and not real. 

9. J find that the workman have no ease. Award is given 
In favour of the management. Parties to bear their own cost. 

10. Copies of the award be som to the Ministry of Labour, 
Optrynjment of India as per rules. 

D, N. DIXIT, Presiding Officer 


[?r, ^4ooi2/iso/9Q-*ni'vnc (#H)] 

hFftffa TFT ^nrf, wfarnfr 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3448.—In pursuant of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 pf 1947), the 

Contra] Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Governmnt Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Annexute, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employ'd s in relation to the mana¬ 
gement of Post Master General, J4.P, Uf)d then work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 4-11-99. 

[No. L-40012/180/90-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SIJRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TR1BUNAL-CUMT.ABOUR COURT, 
CHANDIGARH 

Case No. ID. 18/91 

Sh. Shamsher Singh 

S/o Sh. Lai Singh 

Vill. & P O. Kaithali Tehsil Jawali, 

Distt. Kangra (H.P.)-i76023 Petitioner 

Vs. 

Post Master General, 

Himachal Pradesh, 

Shimla-171003. Respondent. 

REPRESENTATIVE : 

For the workman : None 

For the Management : Shri Deepak Thapar. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 23rd June, 1999) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide Noti¬ 
fication No. L-ztOOl 2/180/90-I.R. (D.U.) 4»ted 5th 
February, 1991 has referred the following dispute tc 
this Tribunal for adjudication ; 

“Whether the action of Post Master General. 
H.P, Circle, Shimla in - terminating the 
services of Sh. Shamsher Singh S/o Late 
Sh. Lai Singh is justified ? If pot, what 
relief the workman Is entitled to -and fron 
what date 7“ 
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2. The case of the workman in brief is that the 
workman was working with the managoment as extra 
departmental delivery agent from 23-9-87 to 6-1-1*988 
and from 11-5-1988 to 14-5-1988, Subsequently he 
was intimated by the Post Master General, H.P. 
Shmila that he could not be appointed as EDDA as 
he did not possess the requisite conditions for the 
same. The workman was not given any prior notice 
and no compensation was paid to the workman, 
therefore, his disengagement is illegal, Consequently 
the management be directed to reinstate him with 
the benefits of backwages with interest. 

3. The management has filed its written reply to the 
claim statement alleging that the petitioner is not a 
workman, therefore, this Tribunal has no jurisdic¬ 
tion to adjudicate upon the dispute. He was engaged 
as EDDA as substitute of one Shri Bassi Ram and 
Shri Purshotam Dass, in their leave vacancy the work¬ 
man worked for the limited period. He had not 
worked for more than 240 days in a year. He was 
never appointed by the appointing authority against 
a clear-cut vacuncy. Temporary arrangements were 
made in absence of Sarvshri Bassi Ram and 
Purshotam Dass, Bassi Ram had died during the 
period of 24-3-1987 to 2-7-87. In his place one 
Shri Mohinder Singh was appointed as EDDA. The 
workman was not appointed in regular capacity. 
Therefore, his claim is not maintainable, which should 
be dismissed. 

4. The workman has filed rejoinder reaffirming the 
pleadings taken in the original claim statement. 

5. It is an admitted facts that the workman had 
worked as EDDA w.e.f. 24-3-1987 to 2-7-1987, from 
23-9-1987 to 6-1-1988 and 11-5-1988 to 14-5-1988. 
It is also an admitted fact that one Mohinder Singh 
was posted as EDDA after the death of Shri Bassi 
Ram. 

6. The workman has filed his affidavit alongwith 
documents Ex. W2 to W5. He has stated in his affi¬ 
davit that Mohinder Singh was appointed as EDDA 
whereas be had not passed the middle examination 
which was the minimum qualification for the appoint¬ 
ment of EDDA. His name was also not sponsored 
by the employment exchange. The name of the 
workman was sponsored by the employment exchange. 
He had passed the middle examination, Even though 
he was not appointed as EDDA. 

7. The management has filed the affidavit of Shri 
B C. Sharma, Inspector, Post Offices which has been 
marked as Ex. Ml. If the date 2-7-1987, 6-1-1988 
and 14-5-1988 are considered as the date of his dis¬ 
engagement. From any of these dates if the period 
of 240 days is computed within the period of proceed¬ 
ing 12 months, it will be seen that he had not com¬ 
pleted 240 days from any of the dates of his dis¬ 
engagement. Therefore, Section 25-F of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 does not attract. Therefore, the 
management need not to follow the provisions laid 
down in this Section. 

8. In his cross-examination, the workman has 
admitted that he was appointed as EDDA as leave 
substitute of Shri Bassi Ram and Shri Purshotam. A 
substiute to an EDDA cannot be considered as a 
workman as be is only an agent for the EDDA who 


goes on leave. Therefore, the workman has no right 
to be reinstated wiih backwages. Copy of method of 
recruitment of EDDA has been submitted by the 
management. On going through the rules, it is founa 
tfiat besides educational qualifications and sponsoring 
the names of the candidates by employment ex¬ 
changes, other factors also required to be considered 
for the appointment of the EDDA. Source of liveli¬ 
hood and quantum of his earnings and the residence 
of the candidates are also required to be considered 
for this purpose. Therefore, the appointment or 
Shri Mohinder Singh cannot be considered arbitrary 
or malafide against the workman. Consequently the 
reference is required to be answered against the work¬ 
man. 

9. On the basis of the discussions made above, the 
reference is answered that the action of Post Master 
General, Himachal Pradesh. Shiinla in terminating the 
services of Shri Shamsher Singh is justified. He is noi 
entitled to get any relief. Both the parties shall bear 
their own costs. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
•if 4 44 i, 1999 

! PT. m. 3449.-avte'tfmE Ep?T? wftjfipm, 

1947 ( 1947 W 1 4 ) *fft OTTT 17 ft OTTHTT 4, 
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47447 arfcfrfw qfsr^or, 

apt tHnfUET TTTfr 7T %5jfiq 47447 ThT 4-11-99 
JTT7T JtTT dT I 

[#. 40012/107/97— Jrrf q-R (trl 7)] 

TFT ffTT 4 [74471 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O, 3449.—In pursuance of Section 1;7 of the 
Industrial Disputes Acl, 1947 (1*4 of 1947), the 

Centra! Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Anne sure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Distl. Engineer, Microwave Main¬ 
tenance, Pathapkot and their workman which was 
received by the Central Government on the 4-11-99. 

[No. L-40012|107[97-IR(DU)] 
KUEDIP RAJ VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH. 

Case No. I.D. Ill of 98 

Sh. Vi jay Kumar 
S/'o Sh. Chuni Eal, 

R/o H. No. 49/1, 

Patha$kot-J 45001. Petitioner 
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Vs. 

Distt. Engineer, Telephones, 

M'crowavc Maintenance, 

Pathankot-145001. ...Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the workman : None. 

For the management : Shri Atun Walia 

AWARD 

(Passed on 16th September, 1999) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide Notifi¬ 
cation No. L-40012/107/97-IR(DU) dated 
17-6-1998 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication • 

“Whether the action of Distt. Engineer, Micro- 
wave Maintenance, Pathankot in termina¬ 
ting the services of Sh. Vijay Kumar. Ex- 
Driver w.e.f. 10-12-96 is legal & justified ? 
If not, to what relief the workman is en¬ 
titled to ?” 

The case was fixed for filing of claim statement 
by the workman, Despfie several notices on the g'ven 
address, the workman has not put up appearance. It 
is not oosdble to get the service effected on the 
workmen. In view of the above position, the present 
reference is returned to the Ministry for want of 
prosecution. Appropriate Govt, be informed. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
4 1999 

•ttt. w, 3450 .—xfl'tftfmfr firmr srfsrftpBT, 

1947 ( 1947 OT 14) 5rt UTO 17 % xppt'■on if, 

trre fiftes- fr*r# % 
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gTTT ST 1 

[ff. t^r- 42012 / 214 / 98 -wf mr (€ts;)] 
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New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S O 3450,—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh’as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Instt. of Cotton Research 
and -their -workman, which was received by the* 
Central Government on the 4-11-99. 

[No / 1 L-42012| 214(98 -IR (DU) ] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRT B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT. CHANDIGARH. 

Case No. I.D. 84 of 1999 
Sh. Deepak 

C/o Sh. Darshan Singh, 

371/9, Jawahar Nagar, 

Hissar-125001. Petitioner 

Vs. 

The Head of the Station 
Central Instt. of Cotton Research, 

Regional Station. 

Sirsa (Haryana) 125055. Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the workman : Shri Dsrsfian Singh 
For the management : None. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 8th September, 1999) 

2 he Central Govt. Ministry of Labour v ; de Notifi¬ 
cation No. I.-42012 '2I4/9R-IR(DU) dated 4th 
March. 1999 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Tnstt. of Cotton Research in termi¬ 
nating the services of Sh. Deepak S/o Sh. 
Nand Lai is legal & justified ? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

2. Today the case was fixed for fifing of claim 
statement by the workman. Instead of filing the 
claim statement, the workman stated that he does 
not want to pursue with the present reference as he 
has been reinstated by the management by giving 
temporary status vide order dated 1-9-1999. 

3. In view of the above, since the workman has 
already been reinstated and he does not want to 
pursue with the present reference, a No Disnute 
Award is returned to the Appropriate Govt. Ministry 
be informed. 

B. I,. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
Sf 4 1999 

ot\ w. 3451.— s fte f r P i ^ tpf tjfaatr , 

1947 ( 1947 OT 1 ' 4 ) OTTI 17 % *WfRU| if, 

Srfhr stott Jrsjrr ott xfThtt frs^ 

tn ^fau ‘ % x=e-ua<a % STT^i fa hi ^ Al /() t. 
otJottI % afW, wmrcr Jr fMW sftirtfw jwi Jf 
%r£hr STOTT sfWtffitp srftJOTTtrr, M'vfRra % if-*!? 
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New Delhi, the 4tfi November, 1999 

S.O. 3451.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (M of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Armcxure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Institute of Cotton Reserch 
in training and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on the. 4-11-99. 

[No. L-42G12|213|98-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM4LABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH. 

Case No, I.D. 85 of 1999 

Smt. Kamla 

C/o Sh. Darshan Smgli, 

371/9, Jawahar Nagar, 

Hissar-125001. Petitioner. 

Vs. 

The Head of the Station, 

Central Instt. of Cotton Research 

Regional Station, 

Slrsa (Haryana) 125055. Respondent. 

REPRESENTATIVES 

For the workman : Shri Darshan Singh 

For the management : None. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 8th September 1999) 

The Central Govt. Ministry of Labour vide Notifi¬ 
cation No. L-42012/213 /98-IR(DU) dated 4th 
March, 1999 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Instt. of Cotton Research in termi¬ 
nating the services of Smt. Kamla W/6 Sh. 
Ram Chander is legal & justified 7 If not, 
to what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

2. Todnv the case was fixed for filing of daim 
statement by the workman. Instead of filing the claim 
claim statement, the workman stated that he does 
not want to pursue with the present reference as he 
has been reinstated by the management- by giving 
temporary status vide order dated 1-9-1999. 

3. In view of the above, since the workman has 
already been reinstated and he does not want to pur¬ 
sue with the present reference, a No Dispute Award 
is returned to the Appropriate Govt. Ministry be in¬ 
formed, 

B, L, JATAV,. Presiding Officer 
Tf fWt, 4 TO, 1999 

m. STT. 3452,—wfePm, 

1 947 ( 1947 -*T 14> SECT 17 % Jf, 


[Part 3(i[)J 

fofta trwic sfhr tfrfor f^rrr % wtidff 
% ET5 fmfDnpt srk tfdwOi % tppti 
Sr fafo? afafffrret farrs Jr tofbr rrron: afrtrtfW 
trftrerEJT; Wbrtf % ’P) swifora vrvrft <sfr 

frtm 4 - 11-99 qit snvr jarr «n 1 

ftT. tTt5r_420l2/64/93*^nt WK (lit \)] 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3452.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (lj4 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Sheep Breeding Fawn, Hissar 
and their workman, which was received by the Cen¬ 
tral Government qp the 4-11-99. 

[No. L-42012/64/93-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAJ VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TIUBUNAL-OUM-ILABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH. 

Case No. I.D, 84/94 

President, 

Distt. Agriculture Workers Union 

House No. 123, Street No. 5, 

Jawahar Nagar, Hissar. ... Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Director 

Central Sheep Breeding Farm, 

Post Box No. 10, Hissar. . .. Respondent. 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the workman 1 None. 

For the management : Shri J. P. Bhatt. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 9th June, 1999) 

The Central Govt, Ministry of labour vide Noti¬ 
fication No. L-42012!64|93-I.R. (DU) dated 11th 
August. 1999 has referred the following dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Sheen Breeding Fa,rin, Hissar in 
not regularising the services of Smt. 
Mahendro, W/o Late Shri Jagdish, Daily 
paid Labour w.e.f. 4-4-88 is justified 7 If 
not, what relief she is entitled to 7” 

2. None aopeared on behalf of the workman des¬ 
pite notices, It appears that workman is not interested' 
to pursue with the present reference. In view of the 
above position, the present reference is returned to 
the Aoprooriate Govt, for want of prosecution. Ap¬ 
propriate Govt, be informed. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
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nf fow=ft, 4 d4«K, 1999 

vr. srr. 3453 .—^rV-ertf*!^ fa^ira vftrfwr, 

1947 ( 19 4 7 t: 1 4 ) tmr 17 % SiVrcTTTJr if, 

teftiT prTK %^=r 3tf«8 ford"' ^fTT 

% si^r-re'n ?p farDrcri ifk TTk 4Fferit % 
wp .t if ffiftre afltftfw f%4rc if ^sBr sttr 
^fterifW TffcT^Tny, spfpnj % TO imfcr ^Ttfr 

% ^ft Wrt nvarF tt 4 - 11 -9 9 tt sort pit «tt i 

[*f. ^-42 012/2 08/98-^ WX (tft 3T)] 

nurfpT lot pt? ( fw Ffarwt 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O, 3453,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Institute of Cotton Research 
Training and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on 4-11-99. 

[No. L-42012|208|98-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT. 
INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH. 

Case No. T. D. 78 of 1999. 

SnU. Sheet a 

C[o Sh. Darshan Singh 
37119, Jawahar Nagar, 

Hissar-125 001. Petitioner 

Vs. 

The Head of the Station 

Central Institute of Cotton Research, 

Regional Station, 

Sirsa (Haryana)-125055 Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the Workman,—Shii Darshan Singh. 

For the Management.—None. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 8 th September, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour 
vide Notification No. I-42012|208|98|IR(DU) dated 
4th March, 1999 lias referred the following dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Institute of Cotton Research in 
terminating the services of Smt. Sheela 
W|o Sh. Bir Singh is legal and justified? 
3345 GT/99—29 
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If not, to what relief the workman is en¬ 
titled ?” 

2. Today the case was fixed for filing of claim 
statement by the workman. Instead of filing the claim 
statement, the workman stated that he does not 
want to pursue with the present reference as he has 
been reinstated by the management by giving tempo¬ 
rary status vide order dated 1-9-1999. 

3. In view of the above, since the workman has 
already been reinstated and he does not wfint to pur¬ 
sue with the present reference, a No Dispute award 
is returned to the Appropriate Government Ministry 
he informed. 

B, L. JATAV. Presiding Officer 
nf 4 4£|HK, 1999 

apr. m, 3454 .—afrtrtfw fro 

1947 ( 1 94 7 TT 14) 4?t STTO 17 % 'tFHHT'T if, 

sftatftfSpr t n*r, f^nrt % warfw 

% fmfurrt sftr sfifr 

if ffife: afrtflfw fVmt if 'Wbr ?TLVF 
ttfitTW, 4'J)fhi4 % TTR: «frt JWlfttB 

TTtft nft ^tfbr firsrp- 4-11-99 fiff tTFfi 

?m *TT I 

» 

[*f. 4 20 12/55/92^?^ WTC 

wfta tpt «mf, nrftrrrrft 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3454.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 Of 1947), fhc 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Annexufe, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the mana¬ 
gement of Central Sheep Breeding Farm,, HiSsar and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 4-11-99. 

[No. L-42012[55|92-IR(DU)1 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURF. 

Before shri b, l. jatav. presiding 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT. 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM.LABOUR 
COURT, (TTANDIGARH. 

Case No, 1, D. 84(93 

Shri Sube Singh S!o Sh. Ballu Rain 

V. & P.O. Jewra, 

Distt. Hissar-125 001. Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Director 

Central Sheep Breeding Farm 

HtssaWl 25001. Respondent 
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REPRESENTATIVES 


For the Workman.—Shri Dajslian Singh. 

For the Management.--Shri J. P. Bbat 

AWARD 

(Passed on 9th .Tune, 1999) 

r Hie Centra) Government Ministry of Labour 
vide Notification No. l.-42012|55|92-LR. (DU.) 
dated 21st July, 1993 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Central Sheep Breeding Farm, Hissar is 
terminating the services of Shri Sube Singh. 
S[o Sh. Balhl Ram w.e.f. 28-9-87 is justi¬ 
fied ? Tf not, what relief he is entitled 
to ?” 

2. The case of the workman is that he was ap¬ 
pointed" as shephard dating the year 1980 by the 
respondent. He worked up to 27-9-87, The res¬ 
pondent initialed a false criminal case of theft against 
the wdrktnan and terminated his services, In cdnrnal 
case be was acquitted by the criminal Court holding 
him innocent. , The management had not complied 
with the provisions of Section 25-F, G and H of 
I D. Act, 1947. Thus the termination of his ser¬ 
vices is contrary to the provisions of law. He deserves 
to be reinstated with backwages. 

3. The management has filed its written statement 
alleging that the Central Sheep Breeding Farm is not 
an ‘industry’ and the petitioner is not a ‘workman’. 
He was working as a daily paid shephard since 
October, 1980 and he wa s paid wages as fixed by the 
Government of Haryana under the provisions of 
Minimum Waves Act. 1048. During his service 
Period the workman had sebn a live she.p f.om 
the farm. The report was lodged with the police 
Station Sadar Hissar. The Case was registered by 
the pofice against the petitioner Ufs. 379 1FC. H- 
was prosecuted for the said offence. The Court had 
giveti the applicant the benefit of doubt. He was 
not honorably acquitted. therefore his services were 
terminated, The workman had filed an anneal for 
his re-emplovment. That appeal is still pending for 
decision. The claim of the workman is premature 
which may be dismissed. 

4. The workman has filed his affidavit which has 
been marked as Ex, Wl. The management has filed 
the affidavit of Dr. B. S, Rniourohit Director In- 
charee of Central Sheen Breeding Farm Hissar. It 
is admitted fact that the workman had worked from 
1980 to ■ 27-9-1987. He whs prosecuted for the 
charge of theft in which he was' acquitted giving him 
the benefit of doubt, From the date of his dis¬ 
engagement i.e.. 28 : 9-]987 the period of 240 davs 
is computed. It is evident that, nrior to .78-9-1987 
he had completed 240 davs within the period of 12 
preceding months. Therefore: the provisions of 
Section' 25-F were required to be complied with bv 
the management. It is evident from the affidavit 
and cross-examination of Dr. Raipurohit that no en¬ 
quiry was conducted bv the management. Show 
cause nodee for the termination of the services of 
the,..workman was rot given and no compensation 


was paid to him. When the workman was acquitted 
by the Criminal Court and the management was of 
the opinion to dr engage him from the sendee the 
management had to comply with the provisions of 
Section 25-F. The management has contravened 
the so provisions, therefore, the termination of the 
services of the workman is not justified. Consequent¬ 
ly, he deserves to be reinstated. The workman has 
not stated in his claim statement and has not depos¬ 
ed in his affidavit that after his termination he re¬ 
mained unemployed. Besides this the workman in 
his cross-examination has admitted that he is work¬ 
ing on daily wages and earning Rs. 400(500 per 
month. Therefore, the workman is not entitled to 
get the back wages from the date of his termination, 

5. Keeping in view the discussions made above, 
the reference is answered in favour of the workman, 
holding that the action of the management of Central 
Sheep Breeding Farm, Hissar in terminating the ser¬ 
vices of Shri Suhc Singh son of Shrj Ballu Ram w.e.f. 
28-9-87 is unjustified. But he is not entitled to get 
backwages. He is entitled to be reinstated on the 
post of shephard w.e.f. 28-9-1987. The workman 
shall get an amount of Rs, 1000 as cost from the 
management. The management shall bear its own 
costs. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 
4 ffTTWIT, 1999 

m. 3455.—arWrfhr faffor srftrfffw, 
1947 ( 1947 "FT 14) tft OTTT 17 % RfftTOT if, 

tok irffFT sfbr flfon qmf, Qpik % jrror- 
ffff % Tbra ffpTlaW aflr ^i% % rffo, 

SFnnr if ffrfW a f teflp P fi fam? if 

sftefrfHv srftrercJT, snufftH 

3ft %Bfbr uvtiK *fff 4-11-99 Tt 5TRf 

srr i 

[ff. fftr— 42011 / 31 / 90 -mi sir (ft 3j)] 
T'Rft'T TFT aplf, tpp Slfsmft 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3455.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Chandi¬ 
garh as shown in the Annexnre, in the industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the mana¬ 
gement of Centra] Sheep Breeding Farm, Hissar and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 4-11-99. 

[No. L-4201] |31|90-IR(DU) | 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRl B. L, JATAV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, 

1INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH, 

Case No. I. D. 153)90 

President, 

Distt. Agriculture Worker's Union 
V. & P.O. Khcri : Barki, 

Distt. Hissar-125001. Petitioner. 


which have been marked as Ex. W1,.W3 and W2 
respectively. The , management has filed the affida¬ 
vit oi Dr. B. S. Rajpurohit, Vetemary Officer, CSBF, 
Hissar which has, been marked, as Ex-ME The 
management has also filed documents M2-to Ex M4 
which are the applications filed by all the three 
workmen. They had made requests to the manage¬ 
ment to take them in service as regular employees 
of the Farm 

5. These arc the admitted facts in this case that 
all the workmen had been working since 1979 to 
31-1-1989 and they wore daily rated workers, 


Vs. 

Director, 

Central Sheep Breeding Farm, 

Hissar-125001. Respondent, 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the Workman.—Shri Darshan Singh. 

For the Management.—Shri J. P. Bhat, 

AWARD 

(Passed on 9th June, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour 
vide Notification No. L-42011|31 |90-I.R. (D.U.) 
dated 12th October, 1990 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the termination of S|Sh. Munshi Ram, 
Baru Ram and Ranjit w.e.f, 31-1-89 by 
the management of Central Sheep Breeding 
Farm, Hissar is justified? If not, what 
relief the woihmcn concerned are entitled 
to and from what date ?" 

2 . The case of the workman is that the applicant 
Munshi Ram Baru Ram and Ranjit, were working 
as watchman in Central Sheep Breeding Farm Hissar 
since 1)979. The wages were not paid to them as 
regular watchman. The Hon’blc Supreme Court of 
India had given directions to the management to 
make the workers working in the Farm regular but 
the management terminated the services of the above 
workmen w.e.f. 31-1-89. No notice was given to 
them and no compensation was paid. Thus the 
management has contravened the provisions of Sec¬ 
tion 25-!' of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
Management should be directed to take the workmen 
into service in regular grade. 

3. The management has filed its written statement 
alleging that the Central Sheep Breeding Farm Hissar 
is not an ‘industry’. All the workmen were paid 
wages on the rates notified by the Government of 
Haryana under the provisions of Minimum Wages 
Act, 1948. They Were not entitled to get the regu¬ 
lar grade. The Hon’blc Supreme Court of [ndia had 
issued direction in its order dated 4-4-1988 that the 
casual workers be made regular in service. All the 
applicants had attained the age .of superannuation i.e. 
60 years, therefore, they could not be made regular. 
The claim submitted by the workman has no subs¬ 
tance. Therefore, it should be dismissed. 

4. Workmen Munshi Ram, Baru Ram and Ranjit 
Singh have filed affidavits a support of their case 


6 . All the workmen has deposed in their affidavits 
that they were not made regular and their services 
were terminated w.e.f. 31-El989. Dr. Rajpurohit 
in his affidavit lias deposed that all the three work¬ 
men were found to have crossed the age of 60' 
years so they could not be taken into regular service 
of the Farm. The management has submitted the 
discharge certificates of the workmen. All the 
workmen were ex-servicemen of Army. In their 
cross-examination, they have admitted their date of 
birth as shown by the management. Their services 
were terminated with reference to the orders passed 
by the lion'ble Supreme Court of India. Their ter¬ 
mination does not come within the mischief of 
‘retrenchment’, Therefore, the provisions of Section 
25-F are not applicable in this case. Consequently 
their termination can not be held unjustified. 

7. Taking into consideration the discussions made 
above, the reference is answered against the work¬ 
men that the termination of SjShri Munshi Ram 1 , 
Baru Ram and Ranjit w.e.f. 31-1-1989 by the mana¬ 
gement of Central Sheep Breeding Farm, Hissar is 
ftihy justified. The woikmcn are not entitled to any 
relief what-so-ever. Appropriate Government be 
informed. 

Chandigarh. 

9-6-1999. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer. 

qt fgFTff, 5 Wtt, 1999 

34 54. 3 4 56-—ifiWlfjpE fTfilg wfafWT, 

1947 ( 1947 34 14) ^ ETRT 17 % V 44774 if, 
VM < %4p4 tiRdrjfirtT + KMIAI4 % SHEWST 
^ 3VtT 34% ThTHt % sfH, qsjifir 

4 fTfw artq'ffh'jT fqwrc if I'l'T-HT 'Jt’hfrfTT 

vulcwt %. 2, nrsrt % tw %t srcnfura' Tvtft 

sft THTFIV 4-11-99 44 filRf pj «TT ! 

[q. 04-4201 1/6/98 54$ WR (fafaq)] 

^or^hr TW tprf, wftPFrd 

New Delhi, the 5th November, 1099 

S.O, 3456.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial-Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby, publishes the iVward of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, 
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Mumbai as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Central Warehousing Corporation und 
their workman, which was received by" the Central 
Government on the 4-11-99. 

[No. L-42011 |6|9HTR(M)J 
KULD1P RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURL 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. IT, 
MUMBAI 

PRESENT ; 

SHRI S. B. PANSE, Presiding Officer. 

REFERENCE NO. CG1T-2|137 OF 1998 

Employers in relation to the management of Central 
Warehousing Corporation 

The Regional Manager, 

Baldote Bhawan M. K. Marg, 

Church Gate, Mumbai-400020. 

And 

Their Workmen, 

The General Secretary, 

United CWC Employees Orgn., 

9, CWC Staff Quarters, 

Rajcndra Nagar, Borivli (E), 

Mumbai. 

APPEARANCES : 

Foe the Employer—Mr, H. M. Masurkar, Advo¬ 
cate. 

For tlie Workmen—Mr. B. K. Hegde, Advocate. 
Mumbai, dated 13tli October, 1999 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry ot Labour, 
by its Order No, L-4201 l|6j88]rR(M), dated 
29-10-98, had referred to the following Tndusfcial 
Dispute for adjudication. 

“Whether the action of tire management of Cen¬ 
tral Warehousing Corporation in transferring 
regular security personnel and engaging 
security personnel oil contract basis is justi¬ 
fied ? If not, to what relief the concerned 
workmen are entitled to ?’’ 

2. The General Secretary of the Employees Orga¬ 
nisation filed a Statement of Claim at Exhibit-5. He 
contended that the workmen concerned are regular 
Chowkidars who haive been managing the work of the 
security of the Corporation. The Corporation which 
is a public sector undertaking has different activities 
including the custom bounded warehouse, container 
handling etc. The Corporation entrusted the work of 
a security of the warehouse their Chowkidars which 
was properly dope by them. 

3, The union pleaded that in total violation of the 
provisions of the Contract Labour (Regulation and 


Abolition) Act, 1970 of tire Industrial Disputes Act 
of 1947, the Corporation, all of a sudden issued an 
order dated 10-2-98 transferring 20 regular chowki¬ 
dars from Central warehousing Vashi where they 
have been working for years to different ware houses) 
offices. 

4. The union averred that immediately there alter 
they send a fax messagge to the R.L.C. on 11-2-98 
and on 12-2-98 they raised an Industrial Dispute. It 
is averred thalt the management transferred the perma¬ 
nent Chowkidars w.e.f. 1-2-98 and from 17-2-98 
employed Chowkidars through contractor in breach of 
section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act of 1947. It 
is averred that the action of the management to re¬ 
place the regular Chowkidars at Central Warehouse 
Vashi is in violation of the prohibitory orders issued 
by the Ministry of Labour, Government of India, dtd. 
9th December 1976 prohibiting employment of con¬ 
tract labour from 1st March 1997 for sweeping, clean¬ 
ing, dusting and watching of buildings owned or 
occupied by establishment in respect of which the 
appropriate Government in the Act is the Central 
Government. 

5. The union averred that no power has been 
vested in the appropriate Government under the Con¬ 
tract Labour (Regulation and Violation) Act to go 
over again in the matter of abolition of contract labour 
on its own and therefore the alleged order if any 
would have to be treated as without any authority is 
non-est. 

6 . The Association coiuended that the action of the 
management of transferring these regular chowkidars 
and replacing them by the Contract Labour is in viola¬ 
tion of section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act of 
1947. It is averred that the Chowkidars working at 
Vashi were permanent watchmen and they were trans¬ 
ferred to Mumbai thougli no post of Chowkidar was 
vacant in Mumbai Region. The twenty chowkidars 
were rendered surplus by employing contract labou¬ 
rers on permanent, continuous and perrineal nature of 
work. 

7. The union pleaded that the Corporation without 
getting registered itself under section 7 of the Con- 
thact Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act of 1970 
employed, contractors employee in the permanent and 
perrineal nature of work of the Corporation. The 
contractor had also not secured a licence under section 
7 of the Act. It is therefore all action of the manage¬ 
ment is illegal and uujustiiied. It is averred that the 
20 chowkidars who were being forced to starve due 
to the transfer and were required to join on the dates 
as mentioned in the annexure are entitled to their 
ivagcs for the intervening period. It is a rented lhat 
the transfer was illeenl, Thev are entitled to get 
wages for that period. For all these reasons it is 
prayed that the management may be directed to cancel 
the transfer order dated 17-2-98 and allow 1 20 chowki¬ 
dars to work at Vashi eodoun with full wattes for the 
intervening period with other consequential reliefs. 

8. The managemcr. resisted the claim by the 
V ritten Statement (Exlnb:f-7). It is averred that it 
is true that maintaining seem it..’ of the ware house 
belongs to the Central Warehousing Corporation is 

a perrineal .nature and the same is ordinarily done 
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through regular workmen But, it denied that the 
work is done only through regular chowkidais. U is 
averred that when it was found that the regular 
Chowkidars are not in position to do the work pro¬ 
perly the Corporation is in its right to Iiire services 
through DGR, to ensure full proof security to prevent 
thefts. Jt is averred that tiie Corporation has differ¬ 
ent warehouses where lakhs of rupees articles are 
kept and they are to he guarded properly. If any loss 
is caused the government ie. to pay for the same. There 
were thefts in the warehouse at Vashi, It is therefore, 
the Corporation decided to engage the security services 
given by Director General Re-settlemen: (DGR) 
(All Ex-servicemen), 

9. The Corporation pleaded that there is no provi¬ 
sion in law which prohibits the Corporation from 
employing hired security personnel from better effi¬ 
ciency in guarding their property to present wide 
spread loss caused to the Corporation due to the thefts 
committed inspitc of the regular Chowkidars being on 
duty. It is submitted that the transfer cannot be 
challenged by the employee who are liable to be 
transferred as per the rules governing their service 
conditions and that the transfers are prevented it 
amounts to uncalled interferences with the day to day 
working of the organisation. Further more the present 
transfers are within the city and they cannot be object¬ 
ed by the workman on any ground. 

10. The Corporation pleaded that employing of ;v 
specialised security agency to guard their ware¬ 
houses at Vashi does not violate the provisions of the 
contract labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act of 
1970 in view of the Government of Tndias clarification. 
Even assuming without admitting its violation of the 
notification issued under the Act. it is a mailer to be 
taken under the said Act and there is no .justification 
for these workmen to raise a voice for their transfer. 
It is submitted that it is incorrect to state that the 
notification dated 9-12-76 of Ministry of Labour, 
Government of India is applicable to the Corporation. 
On the contrary the order dated 1-6-92 issued by 
Ministry of Labour, Government of India to the mem¬ 
bers of Central Advisory contract labour board speci¬ 
fically states that the Central Government has decided 
not to prohibit employment of a contract labour in 
guarding building owned by or occupied by establish¬ 
ment of the Central Warehousing Corporation. There¬ 
fore, it is amply dear that the action of the Corpora¬ 
tion is perfectly legal and proper. It is contended 
that there is no violation of section 9A of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act. It is prayed that under such circum¬ 
stances the reference may be answered m favour of 
the Corporation. 

11. The union filed a Rejoinder at Exhihil-9. Jt 
reiterated the contentrins taken in the Statement of 
Claim and denied the contentions taken by the 
management in the Written Statement which are con¬ 
trary to their claim. It is asserted that the employ¬ 
ment of the security personnel in lieu of permanent 
employees of the Corporation is in the breach of the 
privision s of the Maharashtra Private Security Guards 
Regulation Employments Welfare Act of 19S1 and the 
scheme framed under the said Act It is therefore 
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contended that the transfer of the permanent and regu¬ 
lar employees of the Corporation to employ the con¬ 
tractor labourers is nor only illegal and also malatide 
and therefore bad in law. It is submitted that by 
engaging contractors watchmen it has increased the 
number of posts of die watchmen without giving the 
mandatory notices of change which is illegal. For all 
these reasons it prayed the same reliefs as claimed in 
the Statement of Claim. 

12. The issues aie framed al exhibit 10. The 

issues and my findings there on are a s follows :_ 

Issues Findings 

1 . Whether the action of the 

management in. transferring 
regular security personnel ana 
engaging security personnel on 
contract basis is justified ? Yes. 

2. If not, what iclicf the concemeu Does not 

workmen are entitled to ? Survive. 

REASONS 

13. To bolster up the case rtajan Kumar Roy 
Choudhary the General Secretary of the union lead 

oral evidence and relied upon the documents which 
are at Exhibits-! 7 to 37. As against that the Corpo¬ 
ration examine R. C. Aggarwal Regional Manager at 
Exlnbit-16 and relied upon the documents produced 
at Exhibit-13. 

14. It is not iu dispute that these twenty workmen 
mentioned in the reference are the Chowkidars and 
were employed by the Corporation at the relevant 
time. They were serving at Vashi warehouses. 
Aggarwal affirms that toe Corporation has its own 
regulations which provides for transfer of service The 
workmen are governed by CWC (staif regulation) 
1986. He affirmed that in their appointment order 
<ilso there is a transfer clause which ctearly speaks 
Unit their job is transferable. These workmen accept¬ 
ed the same. It can Ire seen that from the appoint- 
pent order and from the declaration these workmen 
in categorical term accepts that they are liable to be 
posted and transferred to any part of India and in 
declaration from they accepted that they are w illin g 
to serve in any part of India wherever posted. As this 
ts the position they are transferred from Vashi to any 
other place in Mumbai cannot be said to illegal. No 
provision brought on the record to show' that even 
thou eh in the appointment letter there is a provision 
of transfer and in the declaration form given by them 
the transfer is accepted by them-the Corporation can¬ 
not transfer them. Under such circumstances I find 
t lat the transfer order which is issued in respect of all 
these twenty workmen is perfectly legal and justified. 

15. It i s tried to argue on behalf of the union that 
this transfer is violation of section 9A of. the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act of 1947. Section 9A of the Act 
deals with notice of chance. As the transfer of work¬ 
man is part and parcel of his appointment, while trans¬ 
ferrins him from one place to other place no notice 
of change as contemplated under section 9A of the 
Act is reemired to be riven. The contention taken 
by the union in the Statement of Claun To that effect 
is without any merit. 
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16. Aggarwal affirms that the Central Warehousing 
at Vashtu is a customs bounded warehouse excffisiveyl 
meant for storage of imported duitiable goods pend¬ 
ing payment of customs duty. He affirmed that the 
approximate valye of the goods in the same ware¬ 
house is to the tune of 200 crores. The Corporaton 
being the custodian of the goods stored in the ware¬ 
house is liable to make good the loss of custom duty 
to the Government of India, Ministry of Finance and 
the value of the goods to the importer. In some cases 
the stolen good may not be retrieved by the police. 
But, even in such the Corporation is liable to pay 
customs duty to the Central Government. There were 
thefts in the warehouse of lakhs of rupees. It is 
therefore, decided to employ security guards through 
Director General of Resettlement who are highly spe¬ 
cialised, equipped with the use of modern gadgets. 
The security guards are well trained in security 
aspects being Ex-servicemen. The regular security 
guards of the Corporation are not well trained in 
security to guard thefts |pilferage prone warehouses at 
Vashi. It is therefore wh'le employing their services 
of the 20 watchmen Working there were transferred. 

17. Aggarwal affirmed that the contractor has 
obtained die licence under the Contract Labour 
(R & A) Act 1970. Its copy is produced in Annexure- 
II of Ex-16. This licensee was under section, 12 of 
the Act. It was first obtained on 1-5-98 and {enc- 
wed by the contractor. 

18. Aggarwal denied that the Corporation is not 
registered itself for engaging the watchmen on con¬ 
tract basis. They got themselves registered on 9-9-99 
But it appears that its registration is ufter giving the 
contract of a security to the conractors. Mr. Masurkar 
the Learned Advocate for the Corporation argued 
that so far as the security of the warehouse is con¬ 
cerned the contract Labour Regulation and AboliTon 
Act 1970 is not applicable. He refers to a letter dtd. 
1st June, 1992 written by Deputy Secretary to the 
Government of India and Secretary to the Central 
Advisory Contract Labour Board and its members. 
It is mentioned therein that in pursuance of the 
recommendations of the board the matter has been 
considered in detail by the Central Government and 
it is observed that sweeping, cleaninng jobs are being 
done by regular workers in their warehouses etc., 
Central Government has decided not to prohibit emp¬ 
loyment of the contract labour in guarding of buildings 
owned or occupied by the establishment of the Central 
Warehousing Corporation for which the appropriate 
Government under the Contract Regulation and Aboli¬ 
tion Act 1970 is the Central Government. The 
Governmennt had, declined to refer the dispute to the 
Industrial Court for adjudication in respect of the 
decision taken by the Central Warehousing Corpora¬ 
tion to eneaee security personnel through DGR or 
DGR sponsored agencies to ensure full oroof securi¬ 
ties of import and export careo considering the recom¬ 
mendations of the Central Advisory Contract Labour 
Board. The Government had decided not to prolr'bit 
employment of the contract labourers in guarding of 
bmldimms owned or occupied bv establishment of 
Central Warehousing Corporation, Tills annears 
from the letter of the Desk Officer t 0 the Regional 


Manager of CWC dtd. 27-11-96, pg. 15 of Exhibit- 
1,3. From these documents it is very clear that the 
Corporation was within its rights to engage a specia¬ 
lised security guards to protect their property. Wliile 
doing so they rightly decided to transfer ali the watch¬ 
men who were working at the warehouse at Vashi. 
No prejudice is caused to them. Their action does 
not seem to be a malafide one. There arc documents 
on the record such as first information report, to prove 
that there were thefts at the Vashi ware house. The 
action which was taken by the Corporation was in the 
interest of the welfare of the Corporaton and by no 
stretch of imagination it can be said to be affecting 
the rights of the concerned workmen. It is not that 
they are deprived of their jobs or any loss is caused 
to them. 

19. The Learned Advocate for the management in 
his written argument tried to place reliance on Maha¬ 
rashtra Private Security Guards (Regulation of Emp¬ 
loyment and Welfare Act of 1981) I find that it has 
no application to the set of facts before me. For all 
these reasons I record my findings on the issues 
accordingly and pass the following order :— 

ORDER 

The action of the management of Central 
Warehousing Corporation in transferring 
and engaging security personnel on contract 
basis is justified. 

S. B. FANSE, Presiding Officer 
fa ffafa, 5 ffTWre 1999 

m. wr. 3457 .—fafaffa ffarg wfafim, 

1947 ( 1947 W 14) fa 9TTT 17 % WfaTCor fa 
fafaw WTqrrr $fbTFTr ffarrtrr ffa % srmww V 
ffarafa far gfatfaf % fag, wfasr if 

-p 

ffafar fafaffar fang if fafar n'cnu fafafw 
‘gotfbr? % qfar fat moffar qrrfa fa 
fafaf WT4TT fa 4-11-99 fa STFsT jpqT «fT I 

[fa fat-2901 1 / 25 / 97 —WIT (faffar) ] 
farfar ttw wf, tw fafafar 

New Delhi, the 5th November, 1999 

S.O, 3457.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Centra] Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Chandigarh as shown in the Annex'ure in the indus¬ 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Haryana Minerals Ltd, and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the 4th November, 1999. 

GNo. L-29011 ] 25| 97-lR(Misc.) ] 
KULDIP RAI VERMA, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRI B. L. JATAV, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 
COURT, CHANDIGARH 

CASE NO. ID 79J98 

Workers Union of Haryana Mineral, The Gene 
ral Secretary, Head Office Slat Project of 
HML, Kund Distt. Rewari ...Petitioner. 

Vs. 

Haryana Minerals Ltd., The Managing Direc¬ 
tor, Arunachal Building, 7th Floor, 703- 
704, 17 Barakharaba Road, New Delhi- 
110001. Respondent 

REPRESENTATIVES : 

For the workman- -None, 

For the management—Sbri Rameshwar Malik. 

AWARD 

(Passed on 4th June, 1999) 

The Central Government Ministry of Labour vide 
Notification No. 29011 |25|97|IR(M) dated 7th 
April, 1998 has referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Haryana Minerals Ltd. in making wages to 
the workers for working on holidays once 
in a year and the demand of the Union 
Asking for overtime wages for working on 
holidays to be paid with monthly wages 
is justified and legal ? It mot, to what 
relief the workman are entitled to ?” 

2. Today the case was fixed for filing of claim 
statement on behalf of the workman. Case repeatedly 
called. None appeared. It seems that the workman 
is not interested to pursue with the present case. In 
view of the above situation, the present reference is 
returned to the Appropriate Govt, for want of prose¬ 
cution. Appropriate Government lie inform. 

B. L. JATAV, Presiding Officer 

•T^ RevO, 4 <, 199 9 

tt. m. 3458 .—sfhftfw famr 

1947 ( 1947 W 14) qft OTTT 17 % WHW Jf, 

trtttiK *rt. t^r, % snEarra' % 

tfanj Ppfhnrf aftr % sfftr, sprw Jr 

Pifekf afttflfini Ptttt Jr fcifrir trwrc aflalpuh 

wf^Rttyr , 2 , *trt jppTftisi 

& aft ffiPFTT Tt 02-11-99 TT JTFtT fWT .«ri t 

[#. rrsr—20012/89/9i-*nisrrc (tft-I)] 

rrrnr >1017 n^rr xbu 
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New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O, 3458,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M|s. C. C. Ltd, and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
02111199. 

[No. L-20012|S9[91 TR(C-I) 1 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy, 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 
DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. B. Chatterjee, Presiding Officer- 

In tlic matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the T.D. Act, 1947 

PARTIES . 

REFERENCES NO. 141 OF 1991 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Jarangdih Colliery of Central Coalfields Ltd. 
and their worman. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workmen—None, 

On behalf of the employers—None. 

STATE • Bihar, INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dhanbad, the 27th October, 1999 
AWARD 

The Govt, of India Ministry of Labour, in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide 
their Order No. L-200LT89I9l-I.R. (Coal-T), dated, 
the 24th October, 1991. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Jarangdih Colliery of Central Coalfields 
Ltd, is justified retiring the workman Shri 
Murla Bhuiyan from 2-2-90 after attaining 
the age of sixty years when the date of 
birth of the workman was 30-12-1935 on 
the basis of Identify Card issued to the 
workman ? If not, to what relief the work¬ 
man 1 is entitled and from what date ?’’ 

2, In this reference both the parties entered their 
appearances and filed their respective W.S. But sub¬ 
sequently they abstained from taking any steps 
although several adjournments were granted to them. 
The reference is pending before this Tribunal since 
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1991 and it is of no use to drag the same any more 
for taking steps by the parties. Under such circum¬ 
stances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is being rendered and 
the reference is disposed of on ‘No dispute’ Award 
basis on the presumption of non-existence of anv in - 
dusiriaj dispute br’ween the parties presently. 

B. B. CHATTERJEE, Presiding Officer 
fotft, 4 rptTO, 199 9 

44 . trr. 3459 ■—Hrerifji-P faro sTfahror, 

1947 ( 1947 *PT 14) ^ STITT 17 % XTT-TTW if, 
fefpT stTiftR R7W fafccf ^iTTT foth. 

% itostot % bnfNptvf tit *tnf- 
’mff % sfH utosj if fhfw Fito A 

%Offrr TTT^TT sfRfrftnt Nfspr<q- To 2, STOTT T 
tw Txnft'fT TTrcff % Tt %wf)rar ttttt ttt 
01-11-9 9 fir STITT fMT T1 I 

[ft. u*T- 2 0 012/142/94/9 6-STO WTT (Tff-I J ) J 
TUTT XTTTTj TlTO 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3459.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No,-2, 
Dhanbad as shown in the Anncxurc in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M|s. Chindit Carrier Fvt, Ltd, Con¬ 
tractor and theii workman, which was received bv 
the Central Government on 01-11-99. 

[No. L-20012|142|94|96-IR(C-I)1 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Sccy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 
DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B, B. Chatterjee, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d) of the ID. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 107 OF 1996 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management ' of 
Mjs. Chindit Carrier Pvt. Ltd., Contractor. 
Ranchi and their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workmen—None, 

On behalf of the employers—None 
STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY ■ Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 25th October, 1999 


AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exer¬ 
cise of the powers conferred on them under section 
10(1 )(d) of (he I D. Acr, 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No, L-200l2!t42i94'96|IR(Coal-I), 
dated, the Iffih September, 1996. 

SCHEDULE 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of 
M|s. Chindit Carrier Pvt, Ltd., Conractor 
Camp Dakra al;PO Dakra Distt. Ranchi 
is justified in terminating the services of 
their workman Shri Bigun Ram Driver 
w.e.f. 10-9-93 ? If not, to what relief is 
the said workman entitled ?” 

2. In this n-fcte-aec brill the parties abstained 
from appearing before this Tribunal and taking any 
steps although notices were served upon them. Tire 
reference is pending s : ncc 1996 and it is of no use 
to drag the same any more. Under such circum¬ 
stances, a ‘No dispute' Award is being rendered and 
the reference is disposed of on ‘No dispute’ Award 
basis on the presumption or non-cxistcnce of any 
industrial dispute between the parties presently. 

B. B. CHATTERJEE, Presiding Officer, 
ffiffttetft, 4 rroTO, 1999 

TToSTTo 3460 :—f ; ITO TfefTPT, 194 7 
( 19 4 7 TTT 14) T! cTPT 17 % if, 

Jftw eft jefr ?ft rrsr % tTOTO % rj-TT fTTtWf 

3 ftr TTO futgrrY % rff^r, ?rorj if rfpftfrrrr 

faqn ir %rfk aftefrfw srfwro to-2, it-tto 
$T qw Ft TfrfTO sp’ifr sff %rff ; T TOTtpr yj 
1-11-9 9 Ttf JTF-?T ZW 'TT I 

[TO ttst— 2001 2/l43/9 6—Wrt RTT (fft-l)] 
stfTrr ffiTT, 3TO RfaT 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3460.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 11947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, 
Dhanbad as shown in the Anncxure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M[s. B. O. C. Ltd. and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government 
on 01-11-99. 

| No. L-200! 2| 143|96-1R(C-I) ] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 

DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B, B. Chaflerjer, Presiding (Officer. 

Tn the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1 Xd) of the I. D, Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 72 OF 1997 
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PARTIES ; 
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Employers in relation to the management of 
Bhagaband Colliery of M*s. BCCL and (heir 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workmen,--None. 

On behalf of the employers—None. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY Coal. 

Dated, Dhanba'd, the 25th October, 1999 

AWARD 

The ‘Ciovt. of India, Ministry of Labour, in exer¬ 
cise of the powers confencd on them under Section 
10(1.) (d) of the I. D. Act. 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Older No. L-20012 l 143|96-IR(C-I), 
dated, the 30th June, 1997, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the union for refer¬ 
ring the case of Shri Blshwanafh Gopc, 
Night Otfftrd of the Bhagaband colliery of 
M|s. BCCL for assessment of his age by 
the Apex Medical Board is justified ? If 
ndt, to what relief is the concerned work¬ 
man entitled ?" 

2. In this reference none of the parties appeared 
before this Tribunal nor took any steps although 
notices were served upon them. The reference is 
pending since 1997 and it is ol no use to drag the 
same any more for taktfig Steps by the parties. 
Under such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is 
being rendered and the reference is disposed of on 
‘No dispute’ Award basis on the presumption of non¬ 
existence of any industrial disfnite between the 
parties presently. 

B. B. CHATTFRJEH, Presiding Officer 
4'Wf, 1 999 

TToWTo 346 t :—■sfttsfrffat fTTTT trfbfnwlT, 1947 

( 1947 spr 14) 4# tJFT 17 % SFEFW T, 
rprafTpr it 7 !# % SPrtTTT # TTtJ ftpim# 

•pijsrp# % TlT, SPR'J T sfwtfVnr 

f~UR if %pffT rprjprr arWtftpfi ifftPFTT To-2, 
gTfTR: % r TTT^ YT SFPTf'Jri ft. Tt 

TT 1-11-99 Tf HTH ^Jff TT I 

[ds U T - 20 riri'( 163)92-7Tr^oTUo(TT-I)] 
5TTT tFTr mnT, pf=JT 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3461.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Govemmenjt hereby publishes the award of 
thfe Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, 
Dhanbad as shown in the Arwiexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of MW E.C. Ltd, and their workman, 
3343 G1/99-—30 


which was received by the Central Government on 
1-11-99, 

[No. L-20012|( 163) |92-IR(C-1) 1 
S. 5. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 

DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. B. Chatterjec, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1 >(d) of the T D. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 105 OF 1993 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Chitra' Colliery of M|s. E.C.L. and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workmen,—None. 

On behalf of the employers—None. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY ■ Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 25th October, 1999 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in exer¬ 
cise of (he powers conferred on them under Section 
F0(l)(d) of the I. D, Act, 1947 has referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. 1.-200121(163) 192-I.R. (Coal- 
I), dated, the 16th July, 1993. 

SCHEDULE 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of 
M s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd. in relation to 
their Chitra Colliery in recording the 
age of Rushik Sorcn, Quarry Loader as 
1942 and later on changing it to 1930 is 
justified ? If not., to what relief the con¬ 
cerned workman is entitled ?” 

2. In this reference none of the parties appeared 
before this Tribunal nor took any steps although 
notices were served upon them. The reference is 
pending since 1993 and it is of no use to drag the 
same any more. Under such circumstances, a ‘No 
dispute’ Award is being rendered and the reference 
is disposed of on ‘No dispute’ Award basis on the 
presumption of non-existence of any industrial dis¬ 
pute betwen the parties presently. 

B. B. CHAJTERJEE, Presiding Officer 
Tf ftrfT, 4 1999 

4?ToSTTo 3462:—sftytpTT TffffTTT, 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) 4ft tfPT 17 % T, %T?tT 

Tf+'P, wt sft tft *Ff m-r irtwcT % ttt fartwt 

sfp tw it frfe srberrfrpfr 

fWT if %#fpT TTTTT TftaTPTJr #0-2, fflU 
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%■ cf^-pr srqTrfeT *r44 % 44 %^fPr n v'+tt 44 
2-1 1-99 44 JTP^r PTT «R I 

[?fo »^r-200i2/(i80)/9i-?nto!rn:o(^V-I)] 

wnr *r^rr, rrt irf^- 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3462.T—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M|s. BCC Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
2-11-99. 

[No. L-200121 ( 180) |91-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 

DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

SHR1 B. B. CHATTERJEE, Presiding Officer 
In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 

10(l)(d) of the ID. Act, 1947 

REFERENCE NO. 163 OF 1991 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Moonidih Project of M|$. BOCL and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the workman—None. 

On behalf of the employers—None, 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 28th October, 1999 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour, in, exer¬ 
cise of the Powers conferred on them under Section 
10(1) (d) of the T.D. Act, 1947 has referred the 
following disptate to this Tribunal for adjudication 
vide their Order No. L-200I2( 180) |91 -T.R.fCoaLT), 
dated, the 25th November, 1991. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Moonidih Project of Mis. Bharat Cokin^ 
Coal Ltd., P.O, Moonidih, Distt. Dhanbad 
in terminating the services of Shri Munshi 
Kisku is justified 7 If not, to what relief 
the workman is entitled ?” 

2. In this reference both the parties entered their 
apnearances and filed their respective W.S. But 
subsequently they both abstained from taking anv 
steps The reference is verv old ard is pending sine 3 


1991, It is of no use to drag the same for years 
together for taking steps by the parties. Under such 
circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is being rendered 
and the reference is disposed of on ‘No dispute’ Award 
basis on the presumption of non-cxistence of any 
industrial dispute between the parties presently. 

B. B. CHATTERJEE, Presiding Officer 
ui4 19 99 

qrT°?rr° 3463 :—iwr ■ffitif'Wr, 1947 
(1947 m 14 ) 44 urn 17 % siwrur if, 
jppfrp 4?^ 44 44 44 % srdttgrar 44w 

sfjv fthTm 4 4H 4 4ra4f>pp 

farra h *rfi rtwrr stTOTtw ^rftpprvr 4 ^- 1 , hwt 
% q^rc 44 tr+rfvpt qrpft 44 %^'rir *prp- 44 
2 - 11-99 44 trmr «rr 1 
[4o mf — 2001 2 /( 182 ) 88-44-111 (tTjsq-itoWUo (44-1)] 

Wet rpu tttt, wrt *rfsrsr 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3463.—In pursuance of Section 1,7 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, 
Dhanbad a's shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M|s. BCC Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
2-11-99. 

[No. L-200121.') 82 »|88|D.III( A )-I.R.(C-D] 
S. S. GUPTA. Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 1 ) AT 

DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 
10(1 )(d)(2A) of the ID. Act. 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 51 OF 1991 
PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of 

Loyabad Collierv Workshop of Mis. 

S.B.C.C, Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen, 

PRESENT : 

Shri Sarju Prasad, Presiding Olliccr. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the employers—None. 

For the Workmen—Sri Halim Khan, Concerned 

Workman. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Cord. 

Dated, the 26th October. 1999 
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AWARD 

By Order No. L-200J2|(182)j88-DIII(A)|lR(C : I) 
dated 30-4-91 the Central Government in the Minis¬ 
try of Labour has, in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by clause (d) of sub-section ( 1 ) and sub¬ 
section (2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for adjudi¬ 
cation to this Tribunal : 

“Whether the demand of the Union that the 
date of birth of Shri Halim Khan, Foreman, 
Loyabad Colliery Workshop, M|s. Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd., be changed from 
1-7-1927 to 1-6-1929 is justified ? If so, to 
what relief is the workman entitled ?” 

2. To-day, i.e. 26-10-1999 the concerned workman, 
Sri Halim Khan, appearing before the Tribunal filed 
a petition stating therein that he is not interested to 
contest the dispute and prayed before the Tribunal 
to pass a ‘No Dispute’ Award in this reference case. 

3. Considering the prayer of the concerned work¬ 
man a ‘No Disuute’ Award is rendered in this refe¬ 
rence case, 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
4 rpr r r 7 ', 1999 

FTaSTU 34(14 i—FTSTtfFF fwTC dfdfFW, 19 47 
(1947 ft 14) 4 ^ tnrr 17 % tPTFmr it, F-frir 
tf ri ifrRT *ff rfT Ppr % fiTiftFFT 

3ffr "ptf F^FFi F drtr, ?pprsr ^ afptfrOrriT 

fern; if FFrhr FWU sMrfw Fit-TF^T 4-1 , httftf 
$ cf 5 ^ ft f f tFift Fbifr %, ft FFfrir rr^p: ft 
1-11-99 ft 9 tf fsrr ft i 

[rfo tn^r-200 12/32 8 / 9 5-5TTt t,i ! : F T ^ (tft-l)] 
FFW IFFT, ?FF FfFF 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.O. 3464.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (.14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, 
Dhanbud as shown in the Annexurc in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Mis. BCCL and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government 011 
01-11-99. ■*: 

[No. L-20012|328;95-IR(C-1)] 
S, S. 'GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference Under Sec. 10(1 )(d) 

(2A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 87 of 1996 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation in the management of 
Mohudn Aiea of MS. B.C.C. Ltd. 


And 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri Sarju Prasad, Presiding Officer, 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—None, 

For the Workmen—None, 

STATE : Bihar, INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, the 25th October, J999 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20Oi2|328|l95-l.R.(Coal-11 
dated, the 11th October, 1996 the Central Govern¬ 
ment in the Ministry of Labour has, in exercise of 
the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal : 

‘‘Whether the management of Moliuda Area 
No. II of M|s. BCCL in denying employ¬ 
ment to the dependant son of late Niranjan 
Malrnto Haulage Khalasi despite the work- 
in ab being declared medically unfit, is justi¬ 
fied ? If not. to what relief is Shri 
Dashrath Mabalo dependent son entitled ?’’ 

2. On 7-10-1999 Shri Surendra Prasad appearing 
on behalf of the concerned workman submitted that 
the concerned workman, Dashrath Mahato, has been 
provided employment, hence there exists no dispute 
between the parties, 

3, Since there exists no dispute between the 
parties, I render a ‘no ciispule’ award in the present 
reference case, 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 

Ff 4 1999 

FTcSITo 946 5 :—afteftfFF fwt FfulffiPT, 1947 

(1947 ft 14) tfr trm 17 % at ii, tt^Tf 
ftftt ftp) £<ytfr o % tTFErFF % w Ota rim 
afk -^kf; fFfrt % xnjsrtr ii afmTfFF 

fw; ii %fsiPT d<+r, arfafrfFF itrftr^rruT f-2, feef 

% q'w FT FFTfilF FT?ft t, FT rFFpr FT 

2 - 11-99 F?r FTF fSTT FT I 

[Fi> trF— 200 1 2 /( 36U)/84-fT-IlI(t()?rrio!!pT i 3 (tft-J)] 

FTTF ’fFT FFT, SEC Ff%F 
New Delhi, the 4th November, H999 

S.O, 3465.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
tiie Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 
Dhanbad as shown in the Annexurc in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M E. C. 1 td. and their workman. 
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which was received by the Central Government on 
2-11-99, 

[No, L-200121,(366) [84-D-III(A )-lR(C-I)] 
S, S. GUPTA, Under Secy, 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT 
DHANBAD 

PRESENT : 

Sbri B. B. CHA'ITF.RJEE, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the 1. D, Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 26 of 1985 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relalion to the, management of 
Mandman Unit of Kapasara Colliery of 
M|s. Eastern Coalfields Limited and their 
workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the Workman—Shri S, Bose, 

I Treasurer, R.C.M.S. 

On behalf of the Employers—Shri B. Joshi, 

Advocate. 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY ; Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 27th October, 1999. 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of l abour, 
in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(1 )(d) of the I. D. Act, 1947 has referr¬ 
ed the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudi¬ 
cation vide their Order No. L-20012j(366)[84-D.IIl 
(A), dated, the 19th March, 1985. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Mandman Unit of Kapasara Colliery of 
Eastern Coalfields Limited, P.O, Magma, 
in suspending Shri S. D. Prasad, Overman 
for hye days without pay atid stoppping his 
charge allowance for a month from 
10-1-1984 with a warning, is justified? If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitl¬ 
ed *" 

2, The treasurer of the union by a petition dated 
1 -9-99 informed this Tribunal about the expiry of 
the concerned workman during pendency of the 
reference for which there is no scope to proceed fur¬ 
ther in connection with die industrial dispute raised. 
Naturally the Treasurer of the Union has prayed for 
the disposal of Hie reference in the manner as may 
be deemed fit and proper. In view of the submis¬ 
sion in the petition when the concerned workman is 
not alive there is no scope of granting any relief to 
the workman which tentamounts to the non-existence 
of any industrial dispute between the parties at 
present. A ‘No dispute Award is thu s being rendered 
and the reference is disposed of accordingly. 

B. B. CHATTER!EE, Presiding Officer 


[Part IT—Shz. 3(ii)l 

fowfr, -1 19 9 9 

34 66 :—faarre SfftrfaTEI, 19,4 7 

( 1 947 14) Rivr 17 =rr sr^jvr h, 

jp-Epp- iff rfr *fr p'T % ffiffiwvr 

atV ^qjTVT % Tfh, WTpJ it arrajffrrtT 

TWT7 if qanfnr SpfsffOTF >-tbT4Trur *(-2, t4<W 14 

% q'w ifft trmlVr j -rv?fr p„ 3jt 
2-11-99 T4 ITFT «n | 

[*T- ffiT- 2 0 0 1 2/ 4 05/ 94 -ani'oSTITo (qf- 1) j 
'crirr jp%T. qcffr, ir^ qf^rr 

New Delhi, ihe 4th, November, 1999 

S.O, 3466,—In pursuance ol Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 
Dhanbad as ffiown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of M[s. BCC Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
2-11-99. 

[No. L-20012(405!94-IR(C-I) I 
S. S GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO 2) AT 
Dll \NBAD 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. B. CMATTERJFE, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 
10(l)(d) of the I, D. Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 130 of 1995 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management, of 
Patherdih Colliery of Mis. BCCL and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the Workmen.—None. 

On behalf of the Employers.—None, 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 26th October, 1999. 
AWARD 

The Government of India. Ministry of Labour, 
in exercise of the powers conferred on them under 
Section 10(1 J(d) of the L D Act, 1947 has referr¬ 
ed the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudi¬ 
cation vide their Order No L-20O12'405|94-I.R. 
(Coal-1), dated, the 10ih October, 1995. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the -.union of the management of 
Fatherdih Colliery under Sadamdih Area 
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of M|s. BCCL is justified in refusing to 
refer Shri Jugdish Singh, Loader to Medi¬ 
cal Board for assessment of his age ? If 
not, to what relief- is the workman is entitl¬ 
ed ?” 

2. Ln this reference none, of, the parties turned up 
before this Tribunal nor took any steps although 
notices, were issued to them. The, reference is pend¬ 
ing since 1,995 and it is of, no use to drag the same 
for ; years, together fqr taking. st<jps by the parties. 
Under such circumstances, a ‘No dispute’ Award is 
being rendered, and. the, reference is disposed of on 
‘No dispute; Award basis 01 , the presumption of 
non-existence of any industrial dispute between the 
parties presently. 

R. B, CHATT.ERJEE, Presiding Officer 
•TZ feTt, 4 WEPf 1.99.4 

sftT°w 0 3 4.6 7.:—ofrefrfmfi wfsrfhw, 1947 

(1947 on 14) tjrrr tv 'V '■•>) h, TTsm 
nrrprr, figpr Ti 'fi fit n.T rrntmn % fnhfsnrt 

ifir. wfipr dj'n. trmrj h sfmTfmp 

fa-arr if sifm+rr'ft ho, nwf 

%■ h’strft Tit spmftfRT TT-fr % hf n^TP- tt 

2-11-90. tIt supt fsrr m 1 

[rf o mT- 20040/63/ 9-5-4Tf f - 1 (*fM) j 

narm qs^T-iTOtT, 

New Delhi, the 4th November, 1999 

S.Q, 3467.—-In pursuance of Section 17 of the In- 
dujstjral, Disputes Act, 1947 (14. of 1947 ), the Cen¬ 
tral, Government hereby, publisher the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, No. I, 
Mumbai as shown m the Annexing in the Industrial 
Dispute between tlie employers in relation to the 
management of M[s. B.F.C. Ltd. and. their workman, 
which, was received by the Central Government on 
2-1,1-99. 

[No, C-20040163 |95-IR(C-1)1 
S. S, GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1 MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

Shri lustice C. V. Govardban, Presiding Officer 
Reference No CGET-.25 of. 19.96 

PARTIES; 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Bharat Petroleum Corporation Ltd.. 
Mumbai 

AND 

Their Workmen 


2 7 , 1 ilflfl/wiKTOT b, 192 1 


APPEARANCES : 

For the Management-- - -Shri R. S. Pal, Advo¬ 
cate 

For the Workman—Shri J. P. Sawant, Advocate. 

STATE 1 Maharashtra 
Mumbai, dated the 31st day of March, J 9Vy 
AWARD—FART t 

1. The Government of India by its order dt. 9th 
September, 1996 has referred the following dispute 
for adjudication by tins tribunal. 

"Whether the. management of Bharat Petroleum 
Corporation Lrd., Mahul Bombay is justified 
in imposing the punishment of discharge 
from the service oi: the management on 
Shri R. B. Ilhosale w.e.f. 19-10-1992 ? If 
not, to what relief is the workman entitled ?’’ 

2. The workman was working as a General Opera¬ 
tive in L.P.G, Section of Product Despatches Depart¬ 
ment, of the opposite, party from 27-6-1977. A diarge 
sheet dt, 21st May 1992 was issued to the workman 
by the Chief Product., Despatches Manager staling that 
the workman has commuted an act of misconduct oi 
remaining unauthorisedly absent and committing an 
act subversive of good behaviour or discipline of the 
establishment. The workman also appeared before 
Shri N. K. Bhaktn on 10-6-1992 ul 2.00 p.m. for an 
enquiry. The workman explained the circumstances 
and difficulties that are beyond his control and that 
forced him to remain away from his duties during the 
course of his enquiry. There was no evidence to prove 
the charges levelled against the woikman. The work¬ 
man admitted his absence during the days stated in 
the charge sheet. The Chief Product Despatches 
Manager has acted vithoui any authority. The Deputy 
Manager advised the workman to submit his repre¬ 
sentation on the findings of the Enquiry Officer 1o the 
Chief Product Despatch Manager. The workman also 
submitted his representation; but the Dy. General 
Manager vjdc his order dt. I9th October, 1992 im¬ 
posed the penalty tf discharge from service with imme¬ 
diate effect. The appeal filed by the workman was not 
considered by the General Manager (Operations) The 
appeal was also dismissed. The penalty imoosed on 
the workman is disproportionate to the gravity of the 
alleged, misconduct. The principles of natural iustice 
have not beep followed. The action of Ihc manage¬ 
ment has to Ire held as not justified and the workman 
may be ordered to be reinstated with back wages and 
other benefits. 

3. The Opposite, party in their written statement con¬ 
tends as follows,—^The workman has been terminated 
from-service, for the proved, misconduct of actual ab¬ 
sence - without permission and commission oi an act 
subversive of good behaviour or discipline. The 
workman participated in the enquiry held against him 
and admitted the charges levelled against him. Based 
on the findings of the Enquiry Officer and alter con¬ 
sidering the past record of the workman the discipli¬ 
nary authority dismissed him from service w.ef. 
J9-10-9-2.- The punishment is justified and is propor¬ 
tionate to the misconduct proved meunst the woik 
man. ■ It is to he noted" that the workman did not 
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submit any explanation to the chaige sheet but parti¬ 
cipated in the enquiry and admitted the charges. It is 
denied that the Chief Product Despatches Manager 
had no authority to issue the charge sheet in question 
to the workman. Die disciplinary authority accepted 
the finding of the inquiry Officer and only after con¬ 
sidering the past record of the workman punishment 
has been imposed on him In the event of this Tri¬ 
bunal holding that the enquiry against the workman is 
not fair and proper an opportunity may be given to 
the Corporation io prove the misconduct against the 
workman. 

4. The point for consideration is whether the en¬ 
quiry held against the workman is fair and proper and 
whether the findings of the Enquiry Officer is perverse. 

The Point: 

The workman was in the service ot the manage¬ 
ment as a General Operative in L.P.G. Section of 
Product Despatches Department from 27-6-77. 
The workman .vas issued with a charge sheet dt. 
21-5-1992 that he has remained unauthoriscdly ab 
and committed acts subversive of good behaviour. He 
was also asked to give an explanation before the En¬ 
quiry Officer as to why disciplinary action should not 
be taken against him under the Company’s Standing 
Order, The workman who appeared before the Enquiry 
Officer has stated thai he does not lie to be defended 
in the enquiry by any person of his choice that he has 
received the charge sheet that he does not want, the 
Enquiry Officer io explained the charge framed aguins. 
him and that he has not filed any written explanation 
in reply to the charge levelled against him: yet the 
Enquiry Officer has real out the charges and explained 
the same to the worker. To a specific question as to, 
whether the worker pleads guilty to the charges levelled 
against him the worker has stated that he pleads guilty 
of the charges levelled against him and that he was 
under the mental trauma on account of his father who 
is old and sick. Ills mother a patient undergoing treat¬ 
ment and his brother having met with an accident. He 
has pleaded to consider his case sympathetically and 
had assured that lie would attend the dut'es regularly 
thereafter. The Enquiry Officer has gone through the 
attendance register and has given a finding that the 
charge sheeted employee has remained absent on the 
dates mentioned in the charge sheet. From the above 
proceedings of the Enquiry Officer, it is crystal clear 
that the charge hhceted employees has voluntarliv ad¬ 
mitted the charge levelled against him and he had 
only pleaded mercy being shown to him. The learned 
counsel appearing for the worker Mr. J. P, Sawant 
has argued the charge sheet docs not mention any 
list of witnesses or documents relied by the manage¬ 
ment and it is a defective one and the admission thcorv 
put forward by the management cannot be accepted 
and that the explanation given by the worker for his 
absence has not been challenged at ail and therefore 
the enquiry is not legal and proper. It is to be noted 
that even in the charge sheet, it is mentioned lhat the 
worker is required to appear before the Enquiry Office" 
and he can show cause as to why disciplinary action 
under the Company's standing orders should not be 
taken agbinst him rand the worker was also informed 
that he can produce evidence cither oral or docu¬ 
mentary and he can have the assistance of a co-workc 
etc. Tlie charge sheet no doubt docs not say the 
number of witnesses to be examined or documents 


teneu oy me management; but even un me iirst uu.e 
or neaiing wnen me employee appeared Deroic tne 
enquiry uracer tie r,as stated lhat he does uol warn 
io oe uexenuea by any person and that tie has received 
me cliarge sneet in his native place and that he does 
not even want the Enqury Gmcer to explain ine 
charge sheet u> him and he pleads guilty to the charges 
lcvened against him. Inspite ot the voluntary admission 
made by the worker the E.O, has gone through the 
attendance register produced by the management re¬ 
presentative and has made a noie that the 
charge sheeted employee has remained absent 
on the days mentioned in the charge sheet. 
This finding of the E.O. is challenged by the learning 
counsel appearing for the worker who would argue 
lhat an admission made by a person cannot be split 
up and part of it used against him and that an ad¬ 
mission must be used either as a whole or not at all. 
Fhc learned counsel .elies upon the decision reported 
in 1952 Supreme Court 343 between Mahajan S. R. 
Das and Bhagwati JJ. for the above proposition. In 
the present case, the E.O. has taken the admission of 
the worker as a whole and he has not taken a part of 
it and used it against the worker. According to the 
learned counsel confession and admission must either 
be accepted as a whole or rejected as a whole and 
the Court is not competent to accept only the inclu- 
patory part while rejecting the cx-culpatory part as 
inherently incredible and relies upon the decision 
reported in 1952 Supreme Court 350 between Fazi Ali 
Fatanjali Sastri, B. K. Mukherjee, S. R. Das and 
Chandrasekhara Aiyar JJ. As already observed by 
me the E.O. has accepted the whole cf the admission 
of the worker and he has got it confirmed by perusing 
the attendance register also. It is not ag if one part of 
the admission is accepted and alnother part was re¬ 
jected by the E.O. The admission of the employee is 
with regard to the charge that he has remained un- 
authorisedly absent for the days mentioned in the 
charge sheet. This admission has been co-related with 
the charge only and not with any other extraneous mat¬ 
ters. In the above circumstances, failure to give the 
names of the witnesses who may be examined on be¬ 
half of the management or the documents that may be 
relied by the management cannot be considered as a 
ground to hold that the enquiry is not legal and proper. 
There is no evidence that any prejudice has been 
caused to the charge sheeted employee on account of 
ffie faliure of the management to mention the names of 
the witnesses or documents relied by them, A« already 
observed by me even at the first instance the employee 
has pleaded guilty to the charges framed against him 
and the E.O. has given a finding thai the charge of 
unauthorised absence made against the worker is true 
after perusing fhc attendance register. Therefore, it 
cannot be stated that an illegality has been commit¬ 
ted during the enquiry. In cases where the emplovcw 
admits the misconduct alleged and appeals 
for sympathy it cannot be stated that the principle of 
natural justice fs violated on the ground that the charge 
sheet does not mention the name of the witnesses. The 
finding of the E.O. on the voluntary admission of <hc 
worker also cannot be said to be a perverse one since 

it has not been shown that the finding is not supported 
by anv evidence before t1v Enquiry Officer. 

5 . The learned counsel ripperning for the worker 
hrvs argued that the enquiry has been oirimed hr the 
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Cliief Product Despatches Manager and that lie is 
not the competent authority to frame a charge against 
the workman and on that ground also the enquiry is to 
be held as vitiated, According to the learned Counsel, 
the Chief Product Despatch Manager not being the 
appointing authority of the worker, he is not compe¬ 
tent to frame a charge against the woil|er or order an 
enquiry and on that ground itself the enquiry is to 
be held as vitiated. According to the learned advocate 
for the worker, in disciplinary proceedings when the 
appointing authority is one and if another authority 
subsequently appointed as appointing authority is 
another the latter cannot be initiated disciplinary pro¬ 
ceedings and conduct enquiry and he relies upon the 
decision reported in 1996 LIC page 352 between State 
of U.P. and another. Petitioner vs. Chandra Pal Singh 
and another, Respondents wherein it has been held 
that the appointing authority means the authority 
which actually appoints the. Officer to the service and 
under the rules only the appointing authority could 
initiate the disciplinary proceedings and could conduct 
the enquiry, The learned counsel appearing for the 
management would on the other hand argue that the 
appointment made was made by the General Manager 
who has been defined under the standing order 2(e) 
as a person having ultimate control over the affairs 
of the establishment and standing order 35 provides 
that without prejudice to the workman’s right, the 
General Manager may delegate in waiting uny of his 
rich's and duties to an officer not below the rank of an 
Assistant Manager and on such delegation which shall 
be duly notified to the workman concerned, such Offi¬ 
cer shall have the same rights and duties as General 
Manager and in (he present case the Director of the 
Refineries has issued a 1 notification dt 3rd Julv. 199] 
authorising the General Managers as Managers and 
authorising the various persons listed thereunder to 
act, on behalf of the Manager one such Officer is the 
Chief Despatch Manager and therefore, the contention 
of thi* worker that the Chief Product Despatch Mana¬ 
ger has no authority to issue any chargesheet and other 
an enquire is without merits. The notification d'. 
3rd Ally 1991 is specific in stating that the General 
Managers are authorised for the purpose of standing 
order as Manager and the persons mentioned in if 
have been authorised to act on behalf of the Manager 
and one such Officer : s ihc Chief Product Manager. 
The enquiry has been ordered against the worker only 
on 21-5-92 long after the notification. Therefore, there 
is proper delegation of powers. Tn the decision re¬ 
ported in 1Q96 2 CLR nsoc 619 between Director 
General EST & Anr. vs T. Abdul Raznk it has been 
held that after an ennuirv against the respondent in 
the reported case the Director General of the Corpora¬ 
tion imposed a punishment and when it was chal¬ 
lenged. the tribunal held that the Director General was 
delegated bv the Corporation, the power of discipli¬ 
nary authority that as such he cannot snh-deleea'e the 
said powers to the Regional Director and that tw such 
tfio initiation of the disciplinary enauirv bv ffie Re 
gional Director vitiated the whole enquirv; but the 
Supreme Court d : d nol agree with the said finding and 
observed that, “the law- is now settled that it is not 
necessary that the authority competent to impose the 
penalty must initiate the disciplinary proceedings and 
that proceedings can be initiated by anv superior 
authority who can be held to the controlling autho¬ 
rity. He may be an Officer subordinate to the ap¬ 
pointing authority”. When we apply the ratio of ihe 


above decision we have to hold that the Director of 
the Corporation has authorised the General Managers 
as Managers and a number of people who v,ere listed 
in the authorisation have been authorised on behalf of 
the Managers and one such Officer is the Chief Pro¬ 
duct Despatch Manager vho has issued the memo to 
the worker. It may oe that the Chief Product Des¬ 
patch Manager was not the appointing authority for 
the worker; but he has been authorised to act as the 
Manager to take action against the workman. There¬ 
fore, the claim of the workman that the charge sheet 
has not been issued by a competent authority and 
therefore, the enquiry is vitiated cannot hold water. 
The decisions relied by the learned counsel appearing 
for the worker were decisions rendered by the Supreme 
Court in Criminal cases; but while considering the 
admission of guilt in a departmental enquiry made 
against an employee under the l.D. Act, the Supreme 
Court was pleased to hold in the decision reported in 
1996 1 LLJ page 81J between Additional District 
Magistrate-City Agra vs, Prabhakar Chadurvcdi & Anr. 
that where an employee admiticd misappropriation of 
funds in the departmental enquiry and he was dis¬ 
missed from service on account of the same, the punish¬ 
ment of dismissal from service does not confer inter¬ 
ference having regard to the proved charge of mis¬ 
appropriation of funds on the admission made by the 
employee. Similarly in a decision of the Bombay High 
Court reported in 1999 (81 ) FLR page 370 between 
Canara Bank Vs. H. T. Koli it has been held that 
where the dismissal from service after the domestic 
enquiry in which the admission of the employee was 
voluntary and not recorded under pressure, the only 
conclusion that can be drawn is that the charge 
against the employee is 'proved on admission. Thus 
the voluntary admission in a departmental enquiry 
against the employee has been upheld by the Supreme 
Court as well as Bombay High Court in the above 
decisions. The Enquiry Officer has uccepted the 
voluntary admission of the worker and he has also 
perused the attendance register and lias given a finding 
that the cha’rge against the worker that he has absented 
himself on the days mentioned in the charge sheet, is 
true and it is on that basis he has given the finding 
that the charge against the worker has been proved. 
It cannot be stated that the said finding is a perverse 
one. On a consideration of the materials placed be-* 
fore me, I am of opinion that the enquiry conducted 
against the workman is legal and proper and the 
finding of the Enquirv Officer is also proper and not 
perverse. T hold on the posit accordingly. 

In the result, the enquiry held against the workman 
is held to be a proper one and (he reference is ad¬ 
journed to 15th April, 1999. 

C. V. GOVARDHAN. Presiding Officer 
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4). o*r. (fax, sm 
New Delhi, the 10th November, 1999 

SiD, 3.468.—’In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
ladwiitrLal Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), .the Cen¬ 
ts#! -Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial TribramrijL»bour Court, 
Oidcurtu .as-shown in the Anaexure in the Indust rial 
Depute between the employers in relation to the 
jnwnagemeBt, of Cakwtita ’Port Trust and their work¬ 
man. which was received by'the Centotl Government 
(rrt WH-99. 

[No. L-32011 f23|914R(M)j 
13. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRA! GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 30 of 1992 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Calcutta Port Trust 

AND 

Their workmen 

Pfsaettt : 

Mr. Justice A. K. Chaktavarty, Presiding Officer. 
Appearance : 

On behalf of Management.--Mr. A. K. Das, 

Personal Officer. 

On behalf of Workman.—Mr. P. C. Mendal, 
Executive Committee 'Member of the Union. 

STATE ; West Bengal INDUSTRY : Pott & flock 
AWARD 

% Order No. L-32(Hl|23]9l-lR (Misc r ) dated 
16*6-1992 the Central •Government in-exercise of rts. 
powders under "section 10(1)(d) and (2A) of the 
Industrial Dispute Act. 1947 referred the ftllowing 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the management of Cal¬ 
cutta! Fort Trust in refusing to fix the duty 
norms i.e. maximum distance is one way 
and total Kms. coverage of the distance in 
a day by the Cycle Peons attached to the 
Mooring Master’s Office, Calcutta Port 
Trust for discharging their duties for deli¬ 
vering mess ages lletters to the concerned 
officers Pilots of CPT vessels at their resi¬ 
dences in greater Calcutta j= justified or 
not ? tf not, what should be the duty norms 
and fixation of distance Kms. in one way 
and total Kms. distance coverage : n a day 
to be performed bv (he concerned workmen 
for discharging their duties. 


2. National Union, rif Waterfront-WbrkfttaH (I) (m 
short the -union) h**j initiated this leferenhe on ac¬ 
count of the hbsenee dl rtay uort&s fob the Cycle 
Peons attached to the Mooring Master’s Office, Ghl- 
erfrta "Port Trust about the arMfnutn nffiage to be 
covered in cycle in a day in discharge rif their ihltlbs. 

3. "Union’s case is (hat the duty of the Cycle PfedHs 
attached to the Mooring 'Master’s Office ip the "Cal¬ 
cutta Port Trust is to driver letters | carry flieSSaghsTp 
different places including the residences ol ithe Pilot 
Officers and for that purpose they used TO cdVfcT 
5 Kms, one way. Management, however, compelled 
them to cover a distance of 12 forts, one why iihifcr 
threat of disciplinary action in “February 1991. They 
lodged al joint written protest against such order on 
14-2-1991. Previously ESU>ts[Marine Officers used , to 
reside in CPT’s buaglows, either at Nifliak Mahal, 
Brace Bridge, Remount Road or Port -Land Park 
within tire port areas, but in the Changed situation 
they are now residing mostly in their own houses at 
different places of greater Calcutta, such as, Behala, 
Bahygtmj etc. The w<»k4oad of the’Cycle Peons have 
almost increased three fold from 5 Kms. to 12 Rots. 
The ’grievance of the union is that cycling ..area of a 
Cycle Peon cannot (be un imUmitad area-and it should 
be limited To human capacity of cydiwg in a day. 
IMon hits accordingly prayed for appropriate tost ruc¬ 
tion from this Tribunal for fixing the duty norms and 
fixation of the cfottefte kikwMetera in a day and total 
kilotaeter distance coverage in r. day to be 'performed 
by The Cycle Peons. 

4. The management of (he Catcntta Port Tftist> (m 
short the manageitfent) rtfetl & written statement 

ing, interdlia, that there fife four Cycle Pwdtos rmttit 
the ‘Mooring Master’s eb'WMMhmettt trad TfesWes otUtor 
duties they are required to deliver tettttsJjaKters rite; 
to the various officers of the management «iW at The 
residence of the pitots aitadhed tothe Mooring MhrfbeER 
establishment and some other officers of the manage¬ 
ment. The Cycle Pecffis are provided With free by* 
cycies and they are paid Cycle Allowance ® Rs. 39 
per month. The duty hours of fftfi CydfcFVons is 12 
hours per day and ffifltterit hdttrs htffe been fixed for 
them tor. getting service of at least one Cycle PwSn 
for the greater part of the day. Edr peffomitng their 
duties the Cycle Peons are also paid 55% crrnsdH- 
dated overtime and they are given one dire's off in A 
week. With. the. passage of time the work-load of 
four Cycle Peons, was considerably reduced due to 
decrease in .the punjber of the Pilots (Officers. From 
time immemorial the.Cycle Peobs used to Settwef 
letters] orders to the residence of the Pilots ('Gfficftbf 
within greater Caleuffa. There has been w> rihmgfe 
in the jobs performed by the Cycle Peons so ftrr. 
Though the Cycle Peons are to perform the duties 
within the. limit of the greater Oafeiftta, stiH, In prac¬ 
tice the area of coverage af Cycle Peon ha* been res¬ 
tricted to al maximum distance rtf 12 Kms. The man¬ 
agement has thus fixed the (maximum distance in one 
way of the Cvcle Peons. Since the Cycle Peons have 
f*ot their fixed -duty boors. there cannot be any reason 
for further (woe total d’Stance coverage in Kmk. ; tn a 
d*v The job of Cvcle Peons to deliver fcWtrtsiJwd®#* 
to th» PHotsIOfficers is not independent one as tfic r 
work-l»v>d varies form dov.tn dnv on the basis of the 
river tides and movement of <hins. Fixation of tofiri 
distance coverage win cause ifrfpbntbje io«^ and 
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injury to the management in as much as there may be 
occasions when letters!orders cannot be delivered u 
the Pilots!Officers at the right time resulting in can¬ 
cellation of the ships’ movement. Management has 
further alleged that the Cycle Peons, under the terms 
of their employment, are bound to perform the duties 
they are performing now and any interference by the 
Tribunal in this matter would amount to interference 
with the terms of contract of employment between the 
management and Cycle Peons. The Cycle Peons are 
required to do other jobs apart from performing their 
duties as Cycle Peons. Management submits that 
there had never been any limit of areas in one way or 
total kilometers for Cycle Peons which required to 
be covered in course of delivery of letters or carrying 
of messages. On a rough estimate the Cycle Peons 
are to cover about 12 Kms. in one way. The man¬ 
agement further submits that the Cycle Peons had 
been covering 12 Kms, in one way for delivering 
letters and despatching messages and there has never 
been any change in this regard so far. At present oil 
the Marine Officers and Pilots are staying within a 
distance of 6 Kms. from Mooring Master’s Office. The 
Cycle Peons accordingly are n it normally required to 
move beyond that area. However, distance may vary 
according to the change of the residences of the offi¬ 
cers and therefore the area of the Cycle Peons has 
been fixed within the greater Calcutta. Accord ; ng to 
the management there being no merit of the case of 
the union, it should be rejected. 

5, In its rejoinder, the union has alleged that in 
consideration of their 12 hours shift duty by rota¬ 
tion, like other out-door staffs of the Mooring Master’s 
Office, the concerned Cycle Peons are paid consoli¬ 
dated overtime at the rate of 55% of their gross 
wages. Onion denied that the work-load of the Cycle 
Peons has considerably reduced and alleged that the 
Cycle Peons arc required to deliver letters, orders and 
messages much more than they had to do in the pas'. 
The union also has alleged that the Cycle Peons should 
not be deployed to cover long distance as in Govern¬ 
ment service no Cycle Peon is required to cover a 
distance of 5 Kms, in one way from the place of then- 
posting. 

7. Head Mr. P. C. Mondal on behalf of the union 
ments and they also examined one witness cm each 
side. 

7. Heard Mr. P. C. Mondal" on behalf of the union 
and Mr. M, K. Das for the management. 

8. On an analysis of the schedule of reference it 
appears that what is to be decided by the Tribunal 
is the fixation of duty norms of the Cycle Peons in 
so far as thoso relate to covering of distance in one 
way arid total distance coverage in a day. 

9. Before proceeding to discuss the respective con¬ 
tentions of tlic parties, it is necessary to look at the 
following facts for better understanding of the case. 
From the averments of the parties in their written 
statements as well as from their oral evidence before 
the Tribunal it will appear that the management is 
having its Cvcle Peons as its employees since time 
immemorial. There is no dispute in this case that by 
for the most important duties to be performed bv the 
Cycle Peons is delivery of letterslmessnge ; 0 the Pilots 
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and Officers attached to the Mooring Master’s Office 
at Calcu.ta. It is also not denied that at present the 
number of Cycle Peons are four and such number 
has neither increased not decreased during the pas¬ 
sage of time. It is also an admitted fact that the 
number of Pilots (Officers have lessened considerably 
at present. WW-l, one of the Cycle Peons admitted 
in his evidence that there are 20 Pilot Officers at pre¬ 
sent though it was 45 at the time of his entry in the 
service. According to the evidence of MW-1, A. 
Ahmed, Mooring Master of the Calcutta Port Trust, 
the number of such officers were 45 in 1960, but it is 
17 now. It can easily be deduced from the lessening 
of the nu nber of the officers to whom the Cycle Peons 
have to render their services by delivery of the lettersi 
messages that the -work of the Cycle Peons have les¬ 
sened considerably in recent times. It is also to be 
remembered at the same time that apart from their 
salaries the Cycle Peons arc receiving 55% of their 
gross salary as consolidated overtime and also Rs. 38 
as Cycle Allowance. It is also to be remembered in 
this connection that the Cycle Allowance is received 
by the Cycle Peons only for cycling and not for pur¬ 
chase and maintenance of cycles ns the expenses on 
those accounts are borne by the management. 

10. Keeping the above broad facts in mind, the 
union’s claim that cycling should be restricted to 
5 Kms. one way and the management's claim that it 
should be 12 Kms, one way in a day should be con¬ 
sidered. It is also to Ire noted in this connectio i that 
though the union has prayed for fixation of maximum 
kilometer coverage in a day by a Cycle Peon, still 
then, neither any material was provided, nor any in¬ 
dication was given as to how such decision can be 
arrived at. 

11. Unfortunately, none of the parties has produ¬ 
ced any letter of appointment of the Cycle Peons. The 
exact terms and conditions of service of these Cycle 
Peons is accordingly to be gathered from the oral 
evidence on this point.'The other documentary evi¬ 
dence produced before the Tribunal do not throw any 
light in this matter. WW-l in his evidence has stated 
that nothing was indicated in Iris appointment letter 
that he was to work within any specific aiea firm. 
From the evidence of MW-1, however, it appears that 
as per their letters of appointment the Cycle Peons 
were to deliver letters to the Pilots and Officers with¬ 
in the greater Calcutta. He stated that he has copies 
of the appointment letters in his office and he could 
produce them, but nothing was produced by him, Hr 
also stated that in the appointment letter it is not in¬ 
dicated bow many kilometers the Cycle Peons arc to 
travel, cjxepting greater Calcutta as a limit. I have 
already stated there is absolutely no documentary evi¬ 
dence to enlighten the Tribunal in these matters. 
WW-1 in his evidence has not aho stated as m what 
led the Cycle Peons to approach the union. Accor¬ 
ding to his estimate he : s to cycle about 30 to 35 Kms. 
in a day MW-1, on the other hand, ha? stated that 
during their 12 hours of work each of the Cycle Peons 
are allowed two hours recess for their meal and tiffin, 
but the specific timing for the same ba s not been 
fixed. It is also staled by him that none of those 
Peons is expected to be on the wheels for more than 
4 to 5 hours. About the work performed by the Cycle 
Peons he has stated categorically in h : s evidence that 
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none of the Cycle Peons were asked to travel 8 to 
10 Kins, in a day. It will further appear from his 
evidence that Pilots stay hi the particular area* within 
4 to 5 Kms. from the station and the Cycle Peons are 
nor to deliver any order;message to the other two 
Pilots residing about 8|9 Kms, away. 

12. Since the Tribunal is to decide the question of 
lixanon ot the dUiy norms, it is necessarily to be more 
a rule ot tnumD man me same being based on solid 
evmuiee. me c-ycie eeons bemg evidently engaged 
toi penormance of their duties by cycles, are expec¬ 
ted to cycle lor a reasonable time during their tony 
hours, it will be an absurd proposition to suggest 
that such cycling should be restricted to a rediculously 
law limit ot 5 Kms. one way. In this connection, it is 
to be noted that WW-I has not even stated in his 
evidence that previously his movement was restricted 
to 5 Kms. one way and that has been increased re¬ 
cently. MW-1 also has not stated in his evidence 
that they were even deployed for cycling for more 
than 5 Kms. in one way. Rather, he stated that since 
ah Pilots to whom such Cycle Feon s are sent live 
within 4 to 5 Kms. from the station, there was never 
any occasion to travel more than that distance in one 
way by Cycle Peons. Since, however, the workman 
has admitted in his evidence that the specific area limit 
within which the Cycle Peons are to work was indi¬ 
cated in their appointment letter, it can be deduced 
that such limit was restricted within the municipal li¬ 
mits of Calcutta. MW-l’s statement that such limit 
was greater Calcutta cannot be believed in view of die 
vast area covered by such expression. In the ab¬ 
sence of any evidence what -so-ever about what should 
be the reasonable distance to be covered by a Cycle 
Peon in one way, this Tribunal upon consideration of 
the respective case ot the parties as well a s evidence 
of WW-1, who stated that he has to cover even a 
distance of 15 Kms. from the office,. considers fixation 
of 10 (ten) Kms. of distance one way for cycling by 
Cycle Peons will not lie unreasonable. Regarding fixa¬ 
tion of maximum limit ot cycling in a day, 1 have 
already menb'oned the evidence of WAV-1 who staled 
that for discharge of his work he has to go to places 
which may be 15 Kms. one wav and ht is to cycle 
30 to 35 Kms. ; n ai dav, Since WW-1 in his evidence 
ha s never stated that he felt such exercise of cycling 3( 
to 35 Kms. very tiring and exhaustive ihat I believe 
that it will not be unreasonable to fix maximum 11 mi' 
of eyebng as 30 Kms. per dav keeping in view the 
puroosc of aoDointment of such Cycle Peons. In this 
matter. I find from the suoplimentarv Rule 25 nppli 
cable to Government Servant-, (hat for iourrp'es no* 
exceeding 16 ^ms. no T.A. is admissible. It there¬ 
fore. follows that iouHiev vbVn a radioes of 16 Kms. 
from <he nine 1 of duty bv Cvcle Peon is unite normal, 
but in case of Government Servants Cvcle Allowance 
is gran'ed provided the conceded official maintains 
and uses his own cycle for official journey. It is true 
ihat Suoplimentarv Rules has no application for the 
Calcutta Port Trust officials. Since Calcutta Port 
Trust nrow'des and bears cost of mnintiinnnce of cvclc 
and also nays the allowance, a little more of cvd'ng 
is naPirallv excreted from the C"ds Peons of the 
Calcutta Port Trust. 

13. So noon con-id“ration of the facts and circum¬ 
stances as Midi n s evidence on record. I am fo hold 


that there was no justification for the management of 
Calcutta Port Trust !or Hot fixing the duty norms re¬ 
lating to the maximum distance to be covered in one 
Maty or the tchal kilometer coverage in a day by the 
Cycle Peons attached to the Mooring Master’s Office, 
Calcutta Port Trust. 1 accordingly hold and fix kiio- 
meterwise distance coverage in one M:ay and also kilu- 
meterwrse distance coverage in a day of a Cycle Peon 
in the following manner :— 

(1) Kilometer wise distance coverage in one way 
should not be more than 10(tcn) Kms, in 
one trip; and 

(2) Kilometerwisc distance coverage shall imt 
exceed 30 Kms. in a day. 

This is my Award. 

A. K. CHAKRAVARTY, Presiding Officer 
Dated, Calcutta, the29th October, 1999 


10 TOJffiT, 1999 

tpr. SIT. 3469.— flVoYfJpF faPTfT STfPuTFT 
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[d. trrf-2901l/l8/96w5n^ flTT (qq)] 

sit. up . Yfsrs, tok dhq 

New' Delhi, the 10th November, 1999 

S.O. 3469".—In pursuance- of Section V’’ of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cent¬ 
ral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal|Labour 
Court, as shown in the Anncxure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in i-elabon to the 
management of Krishna Mines and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
10-H-1999. 

[No. L-29011|18196-1 R' M) 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
TAMIL NADU, CHENNAI 

Tuesday, the 7th day of September, 1999 
PRESENT : 

THTRU S. ASHOK KUMAR, M.Sc., B.L., 
Industrial Tribunal. 

Industrial Dispute No, 89 of 1996 

(In the matter of dispute for adjudication under sec¬ 
tion 10(l'Xd) of the Industrial Disputes Art, 1947 
between the Workmen and the Management of Mfe, 
Krishna Mines, Tirunelyeli, 
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BETWEEN ; 

The Workmen represented by : 
The General Secretary, 

India Cement Employees Union, 
298|D, Thalaiyuthu, 

Sankar Nagar-627 357, 


And 

The Manager, 

M|s. Krishna Mines, 

23, Sri Puram, Post Box No, 8, 

Tirunelveli-627 001. 

REFERENCE : 

Order No. L-290 11 1 18 1 96-IR (Misc. ) Dated 
17-9-96, Ministry of Labour, Govt, of 
India, New Delhi. 

This dispute coming on this day for final disposal 
in the presence of Thiru S. Vaidyaiiathan for Tvl. 
Row & Reddy and R. Vaigai, advocates appearing 
for the workmen and of Thiru T.S. Gopalan, Advo¬ 
cate appearing for the Management, ‘upon perusing 
the rtference and other connected papers on record 
and the parties having filed a Memorandum of Settle¬ 
ment and recording the same, this Tribunal passed 
the following : 

AWARD 

This reference has been made for adjudication of 
the following issue : 

“Whether the demand of the India Cement Em¬ 
ployees Union for reinstatement of S]Shri 
E. Amritha Selvam and 11 others (men¬ 
tioned below) with back wages is justified 7 
If so, to what relief the workmen are 
entitled 7” 

Names of Workmen :— 

1. S|Shri Duraikutty, 2. Uruthamadan, 3. Durai, 

4. Ammasi, 5. Gurusamy, 6. Albert, 

7. Patturajan, 8. Sorimuthu, 9. Rajaiah 

10. S. Thangaiah, 11. Madasamy. 

On Petition filed by both, hearing advanced to 
today (7-9-99). Memorandum of Settlement u|s. 
12(3) of the I. D. Act filed. Recorded. Award 
passed in terms of the settlement. No costs. 

Dated, this the 7th day of September, 1999. 

5, ASHOK KUMAR, Industrial Tribunal. 


ANNEXURE 

Memorandum of settlement arrived at under 
Sec 12 (3) read with Sec 18(3) of the l.D. act 1947 
during the conciliation proceedings held before 
Sri. B. R. S. Reddy, Regional Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Chennai on the 25th August, 1999 at 
Tirunelveli, in an Industrial Dispute between the 


management of Krishna Mines pnd them workmen 
Represented by the India Cements Employees Union 
on their demand for Reinstatement of 12 workmen 
pending before the Industrial Tribunal, Chennai 
In I. D. No. 89 of 1996. 

PARTIES PRESENT 

Representing the Manage- Representing workmen 
ment Krishna Mines, India Cements Einploye- 

Tirunelveli os Union (INTTJC) 

1. Sri. M. RengantUhan 1. S. Krishnan, President 

General Manager 2. M. Yov an. General 

Secretary 

2. Sri. Rajan Ramani 3. P. Athimoolam, It. 
authorised Representative Secretary 

4. E. Sudalai, Treasurer 

5. S. Ammasi 

6. A. Sorimuthu 

7. S. Thangiah 

8. G. Gurusamv.y 

9. M. Patturajan 

10. K. Madasamy 

11. M. Rajiah 

12. T. Albert 

13. A. Durai 

H. S. Thurai 

15. S. Urudnmadan 

SHORT RECITAL 

The General Secretary, India Cements Em¬ 
ployees Union raised an Industrial dispute vide 
their letter dt. 06-07-98 requesting the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (C) Chennai for reinstatement 
of Six workmen dismissed from service by the 
M anegemont of Krishna Mines and K, S. K, Trans 
ports in November 94. During the course of the 
conciliation proceedings held on 05-08-99 bef,re the 
Regional Labour Commissioner (C), both the 
parties also agreed to arrive at a settlement in respect 
of 12 workmen dismissed in October' 94/Noveri:ber 94. 
While this dispute has already been referred to the 
Industrial Tribunal, Chennai ard numbered as l.D. 
No. 89 of 1996. Accordingly, the Union has 
given a letter dated 05-08-99. 

Several rounds of discussions were held on differ¬ 
ent dates from 05-08-99 and a settlement was arrived 
at on the following terms in respect of these 12 
workmen. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 
Both parties agree : 

1. That, the instant settlement is a total package 
settlement in full and final settlement of all the 
claims/dues from the respective Management in lieu 
of the claim for reinstatement with back wages etc. 
and‘will be treated as voluntary cessation of employ 
ment by the workmen. 
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2. That, neither the Union nor the workmen 
inwlved in the instant di.pMe will raise the issue of 
reinstatement or its related matters in any lbrura. 

3. That, the parties agree to file the copy of the 
instant settlement before the Honourable Indus, 
irial Tribunal, Chennai on or before 15-09-99 pra¬ 
ying for an Award in 1. D. No. 89/96, in terms of this 

cittern nt, by consent. 

4. That, the 11 workmen and the legal heirs of 
Late E, Amirthasclvam will be paid amounts as 
shown in Annoxtsre A as a total package. The 
said amount so being paid to these workmen include 
the Gratuity as per Payment of Gratuity Act, 1972 
to whom the same is payable and also Bonus for the 
accounting year 1994-95, withheld by the Manage¬ 
ment claiming to be not payable, on account of 
dismissal. 

5. That, the dispute relating to S. Dttrai an 
S. Uruclumadan though does not pertain to Mine:-, 
as the workers aic- employed in K. S. K. Transports, 
at the request of the Union, tins issue has also been 
included in this settlement, to avoid hiving to 
initiate the process afresh by the Union before the 
State Government who are the appropriate Govern¬ 
ment for the said dispute of the workmen. This 
settlement rdaling to K. S. K. Transports shall noi 
be quoted or shown or taken as a precedent in any 
dispute either existing or arising in future. 

6. That, the Management agree to disburse the 
amounts to the workmen within a period of 7 days 
of tire consent award by the Honourable Industrial 
Tribuanl, Chennai. 

7. That, in respect of G. Guiuttmy T. No, 1327, 
one of the workmen who is involved in the above 
dispute and the Union hereby jointly undertake to 
arrange for registration and delivery of vacant 
possession of Sri. Giuesemy's land measuring about 
5 cents situated on the southern side of the Kiishna 
Mints, to aid in fa vein of Managenn nt or its nominee 
at the' agreed consideration, as a pre-condition 
for this settlement. 

Both parties agice to submit the implementation 
rep-.rt on cr before 15-10-1999 following which it 
will be deemed that the settlement is implemented. 

Both the- Management and the Union subscribct 
their respective signatures in the instant settlemen 
on this 25th day of Augusl, 1999. 

Representing Management Representing Ur ion 

M. Renganuthan S. KRISHNAN 

Raja a Rumnni M. YOVAN 

P. ATHIMOOLAM 
E. SUDALAI 


S. AMMASI 
A. SORIMUTHU 

S. THANGIAH 
G. GURUSAMY 
M. PATTURAJAN 
K. MADASAMY 
M. RAJIAH 

T. ALBERT 
A. DURAI 
S. THURAI 

S. URUDUMADAN 

Before me 
(B. R. S. REDDY) 

Regional Labour Commissioner (C). Chennai 
WITNESSES 

1. P. lyanadurai 

S/o V. Perumul Thevar 
Sankarnagar, Tirunelvcli 

2. S. Sartkaran 
Assistant Manager 
Krishna Mines, Tirunelvcli 

ANNEXURE-A 

WORKMEN OF KRISHNA MINES 


S. No. Name 

T. No. 

Total Amo 



(Its.) 

1. E. Amirthflsel vr.m 

1182 

73,900 

2- S- Ainmasi 

950 

1,78,060 

3. A. Sorimuihu 

979 

1,71,380 

4. S. Thangiab 

1289 

63,510 

5. G. Gurusamy 

1327 

79,210 

6. M. Patturajan 

1338 

85,480 

7. K. Madasnmy 

1351 . 

62,270 

8. M. Rajiab 

1354 

59,870 

9. T. Albert 

1362 

78.630 

10. A. Durai 

1393 

81,900 

WORKMEN of k. s. 

K. TRANSPORTS 

1. S. Thurai (v 


1,29,570 

Duraikutty 



2. S. Urudumadun 


67,930 
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New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 347b.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cent¬ 
ral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Centrul Government Industrial Tribunal | Labour 
Court, Mumbai as shown in the Annexure in the In¬ 
dustrial Dispute between tile employers in relation to 
the management of Babeji Shivram Clearing 
Carriers (P) Ltd. and their workman, which was re¬ 
ceived by the Central Government on 9-11-11999. 

[No. L-31012'6!98-IR(M)1 

B. M. DAVID, Under Secv. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 1. MUMBAI 

PRESENT : 

PARTIES : 

Shu Justice C. V. Govatdhan, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. LG1T-43 of 1998 

Employers in relation to the management of M|s. 

B baji Shivram Clearing & Carriers Pvt. 

Ltd. 


Their workman Shvi Heniunt Yeshwant Tbombre. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Management—Sltri P. V, Saturn, Advo¬ 
cate. 7 

For the Workman—Shri S. R. Wagh, Advocate. 

STATE : Maharashtra. 


Shri P. V. Satam, Advocate represented for the 
management has up objection. In view of he appli¬ 
cation filed by the learned Advocate for the workman, 
an award is passed accordingly. 

C. V. GOVARDHAN, Presiding Officer 
uf fttrisfl, 12 1999 

TT. Vd . 3471- -ttlritftRT Of-417 ’iltrfTTH, 

1947 ( 1947 T1 14) TV ar<T 17 T SRWf vf 
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*ur mrinw L q-n? tt Tufricr c^rfr p, 

m ^snr ac+tt to 12 - 11-99 t't aim ai 1 

[*!. rin-j 30 ] c/ 8 / 94 -TTq T77(tpT )] 

«ft. nn. vorc m\ wfw 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 347 L—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), t ic Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Indus¬ 
trial Tribunal|Labour Court, Chennai as shown in 
the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Madras 
Port Trust and their workman, wh'ch was r eceived by 
the Central Government on 12-11-99. 

[No. L-33012|8|$4-1R(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Uider Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
TAMIL NADU, CHENNAI 

Thursday, the 12th day of August, 1999 
PRESENT: 


Mumbai, dated this the 28th day of October, 1999' 
AWARD 

The Central Govt, by its order dated 2-9-1998 has 
referred the following dispute between, the manage¬ 
ment of M|s, Babaji Shivram Clearing & Carriers Pvt. 
Ltd. and their workman for adjudication by this 
Tribunal : 

"Whether the action of the management of M|s. 
Babaji Shivram Clearing and Carriers Pvt. 
Ltd. in terminating the services of Shri 
Hemant Yeshwant Thonibre w.e.f. 1-1-97 
is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workman is entitled to ?” 

Today when the matter was taken up for hearing, 
Mr. Wagh, Advocate for the workman filed an appli¬ 
cation stating that the dispute is resolved amicably 
by the parties. The application is signed by Shri 
S. R. Kulkarni, President of Transport & Dock 
Workers’ Union and prays that an award may be 
made accordingly. 


Thiru S. Ashok Kumar, M.Sc,, B.L., Industrial 
Tribunal. 

Industrial Dispute No. 5 of 1995 

fin the matter of the dispute for adjudication 
under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 between the Workman 
and the Management of Madras Port Trust) 

BETWEEN 

Shri D. Lakshmana Rao, 

48|2, Devaraja Moduli Street, 

P'attalam, 

Mndras-600 012. 

AND 

The Chairman, 

Madrais Fort Trust, 

Rajaji Salai, 

Chennai-600 001. 
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REFERENCE: 

Order No. L-330i2j8j94*lR<Mise.) dated 
26-12-94 Ministry of Labour, Govt, of India, 
New Delhi. 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on 1 uesday 
the 6th day of July, 1999, “upon perusing the reference, 
claim and counter statements and all other material 
papers on record and upon hearing the arguments of 
Tvl. H. Gonesan and V, Gangatharan, advocates ap¬ 
pearing for the Workman and of Tvl. A. L. Souiayaji 
-and R. Aruintigam, advocates, appearing for the 
Management, and this dispute having Stood Over till 
this day for consideration, this Tribunal made the 
following: 

AWARD 

This reference has been made for adjudication of 
tire following issue: 

"Whether the action of the management of 
Madras Port Trust in imposing the punish¬ 
ment of dismissal from service w.e.f. 19-6-93 
on Sh. Lakshrnana Rao is legal and justified'? 
If not, to what relief the workman is en¬ 
titled?” 

2 . The main averments found in the claim statement 
filed by die petitioner are as follows The peti¬ 
tioner was appointed as a Mazdoor on 27-6-1983. 
He was confirmed as a Civil Mazdooron 15-8-1985. 
Ih a vacancy -caused in the Post of a Mazdoor (Shore 
Labour) in Traffic Department of the Port Trust, the 
petitioner’s name was considered and he was ap¬ 
pointed as a Mazdooi in the Traffic Department on 
22-9-W89. He Was absorbed as a Mazdoor in the 
Traffic Department. On an allegation that the peti¬ 
tioner had secured a post in the Port Trust on basis 
of a false and bogus certificate, liis probation in the 
Post of Mazdoor ip the Traffic department w as termi¬ 
nated in the Traffic department with immediate effect 
and he was reverted to C.E’s department (Civil) under 
orders of the Traffic Manager dated 13th September, 
1991. It could be seen from the order dated 13-9-91 
that the temiination of probation and reversion to 
Civil Department Was a measure of penalty on the 
basis of an allegation that he secured a post on the 
basis of a false and bogus certificate. After reversion 
to the Civil Department the petitioner wa? placed 
under Suspension from 23-10-91 by the Chief Engi¬ 
neer and the period from 13-9-1991 to 22-10-1991 was 
treated as dcs-non. The memo dated 22-10-1991 
placing the petitioner under Suspension Was treated as 
Charge Memo and it did not even call for explanation 
from the petitioner. It W£t s rather pre-decided that 
the petitioner had secured a false and bogus certificate 
and got appointment on that basis. Though an en¬ 
quiry was ordered it was only an empty formality. The 
Asstt. Executive Engineer Sri S. Veeraraghavan was 
appointed as the Enquiry Officer. The enquiry was 
conducted on 16-12-91, 5-3-92. The oetbiorer nomi¬ 
nated Sri G, M. Krishnamurthv as his Defence A^'s- 
tont. He denied the charges before the ennuirv. The 
defence Assistant remiested for copies o f the relevant 
documents and list of witnesses to be examined bv die 
department He was told bv the Enquiry Officer tha* 
only after the approval c* the Chief Engineer the r ame 


welt be lurmshed. A list of documents namely leuer 
dated 16-/-4I ol the Headmaster, nrnuu Uiuon Com¬ 
mittee ruga ocnooi, cnoonn ivi auras, transire 
Certificate no. 60|Aomission No. T/Uo and regula¬ 
tion 4 (,4 ) was furmsixed. ihe enquiry officei held the 
eitquiry on jU-j-vZ ana postponeu u to zz^-t-yz. On 
22-4-y2 also no witnesses were examined, fine docu¬ 
ments received iroin me Headmaster were produced, 
ine petiuuner replied mat me iraasrer certffioate pro- 
dueeu Dy hnn is correct and if there was any difference 
the AumoriLy should produce me witness tor clarifi¬ 
cation. it was stated by the Enquiry Officer that it 
was not necessary to produce the witness as ,he leuer 
from the Headmaster itself was evidence. The peti¬ 
tioner also submitted that he was already punished by 
termination of probation and reversion to Civn Depart¬ 
ment and thereiore it would amount to double jeopardy. 
But the enquiry office! said that the petitioner could 
make an appeal on this point. The petitioner made 
a representation to the Chairman stating that the dis-v 
ciplinary action initiated against him on an allegation 
that he secured the post on the basis of a false and 
bogus certificate amounted to a double jeopardy since 
he was already punished for the same charge by termi¬ 
nation of probation and reversion to civil department. 
The Chairman -rejected the representation and asked 
the petitioner to appear for the enquiry. The enquiry 
was conducted on 1 0-11-92, On that day also no 
witnesses were examined. The enquiry Officer closed 
the enquiry. Thereafter, written briefs were submitted 
by the Presenting Officer and the petitioner. The en¬ 
quiry officer, based on the School records produced 
by the presenting officer and the letter of the Head¬ 
master of the school came to the conclusion that the 
charge framed against the petitioner Was proved. The 
Chief Engineer concurred with the finding of the 
enquiry officer, issued a '4how cause notice on 27-4-93 
as to why the petitioner should not be dismissed from 
service. The petitioner submitted his reply on 11-6-93. 
However, his reply was rejected afid final order was 
passed by the Chief Engineer dated 19-6-93 confirming 
the order o” dismissal. The petitioner was dismissed 
from service w.e.f. 19-6-93, An appeal was preferred 
to the Chai-man on 18-8-93 which was also rejected 
by an orde* dated 30-11-93. In the dispute raised 
by the peti ioner before the Regional Labour Com¬ 
missioner on 25-1-94 the same ended in failure. The 
punishment of dismissal imposed on the petitioner is 
illegal and unjustified on the following among other 
grounds. 

(a) The bfititioner was a permahent Civil Maz¬ 
door of the Civil Dept, of Madras Pori Trust. He was 
absorbed in a permanent vacancy in the post of a 
Maz.door in Traffic Department. He was placed on 
probation as Mazdoor in Traffic Deoartment. 
While so, on an allegation that he securred a post 
’in the Port Trust on the ’basis of a false and bogus 
certificate Ms probation -was terminated and was re¬ 
verted to the Civil Department as Mazdoor. His 
basic pay of Mazdoor in Traffic department was 
more than a Mazdoor in Civil Department. The 

termination of probation and reversion to Civil 
Department was as a measure of penalty based on an 
allegation that he secured the post on production of 
a false and bogus certificate. Hence, the order of 
dismissal made against the petitioner on the same 
allegation amounts to a double punishment and 
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double jeopardy, (b) Since the applicant was 
absorbed as Mazdoor in Traffic department, the 
Traffic Superintendent alone is the disciplinary autho¬ 
rity and as such the disciplinary action initiated 
against the petitioner by the Chief Engineer and the 
Order of dismissal passed by him are incompetent 
and illegal, (c) The enquiry was not fair and proper, 
In the enquiry the petitioner alone was examined 
and put questions! No one was examined 
on the side of, tile management. Car was put before 
horse and the delinquent was asked to disprove the 
charge against him. This is unjust and against 
principles of natural justice, (d) In the enquiry 
certain documents produced by the Presenting Offi¬ 
cer such as School record and letter from, the Head 
master of the school were produced. The petitioner 
denied the charges and maintained that he had pro¬ 
duced a correct transfer certificate. He further re-' 
quested that the Headmaster should be produced in 
the enquiry as a witness for Cross-examination, and 
clarification of the letter. But. the enquiry officer 
rejected his requests. The non-examination of the 
Headmaster as a Witness in the enquiry and. reliance 
in his letter without he being examined as a witness is’, 
fatal to the enquiry and rfre whole enquiry and find¬ 
ing of the enquiry officer is vitiated by violation of 
principles of natural justice, (el In any event the 
punishment of dismissal imposed on the petitioner is 
disproportionate and for excessive and is discrimina¬ 
tory. In the ease of one Smi. Premakumari, Senior 
Attendant in the Medical Dept for a similar charge 
of securing employment on the basis of a bogus and' 
false certificate, a penalty of reduction of pay by 
5 stages was irnpwed. One Thiru A, Knshnan, 
Public Relations Officer was shown as S.C„ It was 
found out that he did not actually belong to S.C. But, 
some how in subsequent records the S.C. name was 
removed and the matter was hushed up. Not only 
no disciplinary action was taken against him but he 
was actually promoted. This would clearly show 
that the petitioner has been discriminated. One 
Sri Kariiam, Manickam was imposed with a penalty 
of postponement of one increment with cumulative 
effect on a charge of producing a bogus school certi¬ 
ficate. Hence, even assuming that the charge against 
the petitioner was established it does not call for a 
major penalty as dismissal from service since In 
other similar cases no action was taken of only 
minor penalties imposed and; (f) Hence, on consi¬ 
deration of discriminating action, in any event, this * 
case calls for an interference under section 11A of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, and the extreme penalty 
of dismissal from service on the petitioner is liable 
to be set aside as unjust arbitrary and dricri minatory. 
The petitioner prays to Dass ar* Award holding that 
the action of the Port Tfust in imposing the penalty 
of dismissal on the petitioner is illegal and unjusti¬ 
fied and to direct the reinstatement of the petitioner 
with continuity of service and backwages, 

4. The main averments found in the counter state¬ 
ment filed by the respondent are as follows.—The 
petitioner was appointed as Mazdoor (permanent 
way) in the Engineering Department urder Regula¬ 
tion fO of Madras Pori Trust Employees’ (Appoint¬ 
ment. promotion etc.) Regulations w.e.f 27-6-1983 
v'de C”'ef Engineer’s memo No,. DD'19260|82|E, 
dated 24-S-4J3 an# he was confirmed in that post 


w.ci. 15-8-85, He was later appointed as Mazdoor 
(Shore labour) in Traffic Dept ou 22-9-1989 as 
against Notification from that department and was 
placed under probation lor 2 years. During his pro¬ 
bation period as Mazdoor (Shore labour) in Traffic 
department, a report was received from the Gov¬ 
ernment of Tamil Nadu that the petitioner D. Lak- 
shmana Rao had been placed in the bogus list of 
employment exchange by producing false certificate 
and he had produced bogus Employment Card also 
to obtain employment in the Trust. On verification 
by Vigilance officer with the School authorities on 
the germicencas oi the ffeLool lraiu/ev Cc,i iff cate 
produced by the petitioner it was reported oy die 
Headmaster that the said Transfer Cerificate was not 
issued by the School to the petitioner and the same 
belongs to a girl student. As such it was confirmed 
that the petitioner had produced bogus School Certi¬ 
ficate to gain, entry into the. Trust’s service. Therefore, 
the respondent had passed o r dcr on 30-8-91 to take 
deterrent action by Traffic Manager against the peti¬ 
tioner in terms of the O.M, dated 30-4-65 issued by 
the Ministry of Home aff airs, Government of India, 
Since the petitioner was under probation and as the 
conduct was not found satisfactory, the Traffic 
Manager has passed orders to terminate the proba¬ 
tion of the petitioner vide his note No. P2jl784]91|R, 
dated I 3-9-199t and reverted' the petitioner w.e.f 

15- 9-91 to -csunie the substantive post of Mar- 
door (permanent way) in Engineering Dept, where 
the petitioner was confirmed and got lien. The peti¬ 
tioner had been advised by Traffic Manager in the 
Memo dated 13-9-91 to report to Chief Engineer 
and. take instructions. The 1 eversion Is made in 
terms of the appointment onto issued to the peti¬ 
tioner when he was appointed as Mazdoor (Shore 
labour) in Traffic department. As such the rever¬ 
sion docs not amount to a penalty under Regufatibn. 
8 (b)(Vf) of Madras Fort Trust (Classification, Con¬ 
trol and Appeal) Regulations 1988. On reversion 
from the post of Mazdoor (Shore labour) the peti¬ 
tioner d'd not report to Engineering Department to 
take instructions from the Chief Engineer, The peti¬ 
tioner had neither given any joining report of re¬ 
suming duty in his substantive post nor applied for 
any leave. Since the petitioner had not turned up 
for duty for about one month after his reversion from 
Traffic Dept, a memo was issued by the Chief Engi¬ 
neer on 12-10-9f directing him to join duty Imme¬ 
diately in his substantive post in permanent way sec¬ 
tion of Engineering Department. A form of letter 
was also enclosed to the memo dated 12-10-91 to 
express his willingness or otherwise to accept the 
substantive post. After issue of this memo, die peti¬ 
tioner reported for duty only on 22-10-91. In the 
absence of his furnishing acceptance for the Substan¬ 
tive poet or duty joining report in the Engineering 
Dept., his name was not written on the regular roll 
cell attendance. Also he had to- be suspended forth¬ 
with pending enquiry proceedings, no disciplinary 
action was taken a gainst him for his nromfHnriwd 
absence tvfth a view to avoid further punishments 
apart from suspension. Later CPTs arorovat was 
obtained to settle the period of his absence from 

16- 9.01 tn 21-10-Q1 as a care of ‘Nor work No 
pav* nnff was beared ns Dw^-Non without break irt 
service for terminal benefits nrffv, On the petitioner 
resuming duty- as Mazdoor (P msnenen t way) ' in 
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Engineering Department on 22-10-91 disciplinary 
proceedings were initiated and he was suspended 
Irom duty from 22-10-91 pending enquiry proceed¬ 
ings. Incn u C harge memo was issued to him on 
9-il-91. Then an enquiry was conducted on 
16-12-91, 5-1-92, 5-3-92, 30-3-92, 22-4-92, 5-6-92 
and 10-11-92. The enquiry was dosed on 10-11-92 
af.er givug him reasonable opportunities. The 
enquiry otneer on the basis oi oral and documentary 
evidence came to a conclusion that the charges 
levelled against tne petitioner has been proved. Then 
the respo ident issued a Show Cause Notice on 
27-4-93. His belated explanation dated 11-6-93 was 
also considered. Then a personal hearing was given 
on 14-6-s 3 in which the petitioner admitted his mis¬ 
conduct. The respondent by_ an order dated 
19-6-199.- dismissed him from service. Then his 
appeal to the Deputy Chuirman was also rejected. 
The order of dismissal is just and reasonable. Thus, 
no interference is called for by this Tribunal. The 
misconduct committed by the petitioner is very 
grave am. serious warranting the maximum punish¬ 
ment of Dismissal apart from criminal action. The 
school certificate is u primary record representing the 
name, da .e of birth, caste, qualifications, etc. of the 
employee and based on which he was selected and 
appointed has now been proved as bogus one. The 
petitioner joined in the Trust by cheatmg the Trust 
by producing bogus certificate. Thus, the respon¬ 
dent imposed the punishment after considering all 
the mater als available in this case. Hence, the order 
of referee ce should be i ejected in limmi. The alle¬ 
gation dial- the reversion to Engineering depart¬ 
ment, vvis a penalty is nqt correct. He 
was only sent back to parent dept, where 
he was initially appointed by Chief Engineer. 
The subject case is related to his initial ajJpointment 
only and Chief Engineer is the disciplinary authority 
to deal v\ ith the matter. It is incorrect to state that 
the charge sheet pre-decided that he had secured a 
false and bogus certificate. It is equally incorrect to 
state that ihe enquiry was only an empty formality. 
The.allegation that he was told by the Enquiry Officer 
that only after the approval of the Chief Engineer ihe 
documents will be furnished is far from truth. The 
Enquiry cificcr never made such statement and there 
is no need for that. In fact the copies of documents 
produced in the enquiry was furnished to him. During 
the enquiry the petitioner was simply saying that the 
documents produced by him at the time of aplpointment 
were correct. He did not. produce the original certi¬ 
ficate of any other records in support of his statement. 
He had replied to the Enquiry officer that the original 
certificate? were available with the administration but 
this statement is also not correct since the administaw 
tion retains only the xerox copies of the certificate 
duly verifed with the originals. Thus the allegation 
that the enquiry officer stated it was not necessary to 
produce the witness is wrong and incorrect. The 
petitioner' had alone persisted the issue of double 
jeopardy fnd represented to the Chairman. The theory 
of dbuble Icouardv is nAt correct since the petitioner 
is a probationer and he was reverted and sent back 
to oarent department' whom he was nvtiallv appointed 
bv the Chief Enmneer. The suhieef care, is minted to 
his initial appointment onlv and hence Chief Engineer 

Is the di«t bffinarv authnoritv to deal with the matter. 
As such his 'representation of douffie jeopardy wak 


rejected by the Deputy Chairman. In fact the peti¬ 
tioner hau alone requested ibe Enquiry Officer to 
proceed lurther alter oDtammg a legal opmion. Thus 
mere is no merit in any one of the allegations made 
against tne tnquiry omecr and tne Respondent. The 
cnarges having proved m the enquiry based on the 
available the final show cause notice was issued foi 
his explanation. It is incorect to state mat he was 
absorbed in a permanent vacancy. It is mcorrect to 
state that his basic pay in Traffic department was more 
than in Engineering department. The allegation that 
the termination of his probation and reversion to En¬ 
gineering Department is a penalty is not correct. It is 
not a double punishment and double jeopardy as 
alleged. ’ The allegation that the Traffic Manager alone 
is the disciplinary authority is not correct. The subject 
case is related to his initial appointment and hence 
Chief Engineer is the disciplinary authority and not 
the Traffic Manager. The allegation that the 
enquiry was not fair and proper has no substance. It 
is only an after thought. In the enquiry lie did not 
raise any objection. He was never asked to disprove 
the charge against him. The allegation that cart was 
put before the horse has an suSlance The non-exami¬ 
nation of the Headmaster in njo way acts the enquiry 
when especially the school recoul ai d the Icttei written 
by the Head-master v»as not objected io by the pe i 
tioner. There is .no violation of principles of natural 
justice as alleged. The enquiry conducted against the 
petitioner is fair and proper and the enquiry findings 
arc also fair. In the event, this Tribunal comes to 
the conclusion that the enquiry is not fair and proJpn 
andlor the findings is perverse then nn opportunity 
mav be ihven to the respondent to adduce em* and 
documen'nrv evidence to prove the charges before thw 
Tribunal The resnondent prays to dismiss the dis¬ 
pute raised by the petitioner. 

5. On behalf of tbp petitioner th" neo*!r»per "w 
mined himself as WV/1 and Ex. W1 to W17 have been 
marked. On behalf of the respondent Thiru Veera- 
samy, Executive officer of the respondent management 
was examined as MW1 and Ex. Ml to M.16 have 
been marked. 

6 . The Point for consideration is : “Whether the 
action of ihe management of Madras Port Trust in 
imposing the punishment of dismissal from service 
w.e.f. 19-6-93 of Sri Lakshmanai Rao is legal and 
iusrified? Tf not what relief the workman is entitled 
to”. 

7. The Point : The Petitioner Lakshmana Rao was 
appointed as Mazdoor in the Engineering Department 
of the respondent with effect from 27-6-93 and was 
confirmed in that post w.e.f. 1.5-8-85. By Ex. Ml 
order dated 18-9-89 he Was appointed as Mazdoor 
(Shore labour) in Traffic Department and was placed 
under probation for 2 years. While he was under pro¬ 
bation, a letter Ex. M2 dt. 6-2-90 sent by the Secre¬ 
tary to Govt, of Tamil Nadu was received by the 
Chairman of Madras Port Trust wherein il was men¬ 
tioned that under a detailed cnomrv bv the Director of 
Vigilance and AnJi-cnmm<ion into certain allegations 
of corruption and other mal-nmcilces of the employ¬ 
ment wiinr imdpr the Control of Director of Employ¬ 
ment and Tra ; mmr. Thun lakshmana Rao. the peti¬ 
tioner herein is said to have produced the botms em¬ 
ployment Ca’-d and borrus EduQgliopal Certificate 
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and his name was scant in a bogus list to the. respon¬ 
dent management Another letter Ex, M3 dated 
9-11*90 was also sent by the Tamil Nadu Govern¬ 
ment to the Chairman of Madras Port Trust reitera¬ 
ting that a bogus list of candidates was sent to the 
Port Trust and that the petitioner was selected in the 
interview and also produced Bogus employment 
Card and School Certificate and obtained Selection. 
The respondent verified with his school authorities 
about tfie genuineness of the school certificate produ¬ 
ced by the petitioner. On verification, it was found 
that the Transfer certificate was not issued by the 
school to the petitioner and the same belongs to a girl 
Student, The report sent by the Headmaster of Hindu 
Union Committee High School is Ex. M4, The Trans¬ 
fer certificate produced by the petitioner is Ex, M5. 
According to the Ex. M4 letter of the Headmaster, 
there is no Telugu medium in their school and the 
Admission No. 1706 belongs to one Arvinda Rao 
whose date of birth is . 12-8-35 whereas the certificate 
produced by the petitioner was in the name of the 
petitioner with date of birth as 10-3-58. In 5-9-91, the 
Vigilance officer submitted Ex, Mb complaint against 
the petitioner. Based on the Ex. M6 complaint of the 
Vigilance officer,, the Traffic Manager terminated his 
probation in the Traffic department and passed Ex. 
W2 order dt. 13-9-91 reverting him back to Chief 
Engineer Department. The Order reverting the peti¬ 
tioner w.e f. 16-9-91 F.N, is Ex. M6. Consequent 
to his reversion from the post of Mazdoor (Shore 
labour) in the Traffic department, by Ex. M7 Order 
he was posted as Mazdoor in the permanent way 
section of the Engineering department. The petitioner 
endorsed acceptance of appointment in the Parent 
department in Ex. M7. On 22-10-91 the petitioner 
was served with Ex. M9 Charge memo for produc¬ 
tion of bogus school certificate and he was also sus¬ 
pended pending enquiry and the said order is Ex. M9. 
The Domestic enquiry was conducted in which the 
petitioner participated. The enquiry proceedings are 
Ex. M10, The findings of the Enquiry officer are 
Ex. Mil' and Ml2. The 2nd, Show cause notice issued 
to the petitioner is Ex. M13. On 19-6-93 by Ex. M14 
order petitioner was dismissed from service w.e.f. 
19-6-93. The reply submitted by the respondent to 
the Regional Commissioner is Ex. Ml5, The order 
rejecting the appeal preferred by the petitioner is 
Ex. M16, The petitioner sent a letter to the Regional 
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Labour Commissioner is Ex, W8 and Conciliation, 
Failure report is Ex, W9, 

7. On 18-6-99, the Counsel for the petitioner has 
made an endorsement “opportunity was given to the 
petitioner in the domestic enquiry and the enquiry is 
fair and proper’’. Now the learned counsel for the 
petitioner contends that the punishment imposed on 
the petitioner is grossly disproportionate to the 
misconduct proved against the petitioner and that 
the petitioner has been discriminated when com¬ 
pared to three other employees who also produced 
bogus certificates but were let off with minor punish¬ 
ment. In support of the contention of discrimination, 
the petitioner has produced Ex. \V10 punishment 
order for Mr. Karnam Manickam Ex. Wll an entry 
in Service Register of A. Rrishnan and Ex. W12 the 
punishment order issued to Smt. Prcmakumari, Senior 
abender of Medical department. Ex. W10 is an entry 
by the Chief Engineer’s office in the Service record 
of M. Karnam Manickam imposing a punishment of 
withholding of his next increment for a period of 
one year with cumulative effect for the lapse men¬ 
tioned in C.E.’s memo dt. 1 0-3-86. The memo is not 
produced and hence we arc not aware of what is the 
misconduct. However, it is mentioned in the pro¬ 
forma that VIII Std. passed is modified as literate. 
In Ex. Wll, the name of one Krishnan is mentioned 
as Scheduled caste whereas subsequently no caste is 
mentioned in the subsequent year. There is no expla¬ 
nation why the caste name was not mentioned in the 
later years when he became Public Relations Officer 
and also there is no mention whether any enquiry 
was conducted against him for any mi conduct and 
whether any punishment was awarded to him. Ex. 
W17 is an order of the Chairman of Madras Port 
Trust passed on Smt, Premakumari, for the miscon¬ 
duct of furnishing a bogus school cer ificate based on 
which she was appointed in the Trus* and subse¬ 
quently she has produced the correct school certifi¬ 
cate issued by the Corporation High School, Kochran 
Basin Road, Madras-21 on 5-11-90 she has been 
awarded the punishment of scaling down the basic 
pay to the minimum scale in the post of Senior atten¬ 
dee for a period of one year with cumulative effect. 
The only two contentions of the petitioner now are 
(1) Duble Jeopardy and (2) discrimiration. As re¬ 
gards the first contention of Double jeopardy, the 
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petitioner contends that on 13-9-1991 he was rever¬ 
ted from the post of Mazdoor (Shore labour) to the 
C.lZ.’s department (civil) which itself was a punish¬ 
ment and the subsequent enquiry for the misconduct 
of producing bogus school certificate which ended in 
his dismissal from service is a second punishment 
which is against the pm'action under the Constitution 
for Double jeopardy. Admittedly, the petit-oner 
was originally appointed in the Traffic Department 
in the C.E.’s Department (Civil). On 18-9-89, under 
Ex. W-16, the petitioner was offered appointment in 
the traffice department as Mazdoor (Shore labour) 
and he was put on probation for a period of 2 years 
w.e.f. 21-9-89. But after the complaint from the 
Tamil Nadu Government that the petitioner secured 
a post in the Port Trust CD’s Dept, (civil) on the 
basis of fnbe and bogus certificate regarding his com¬ 
munity and educational qualification, his probation in 
the Traffic department was terminated and he was 
reverted back to CF\ Dept. (Civil). The Learned 
counsel for the respondent submits that the reversion 
back to the C.E’s Dent, was only to facilitate depart¬ 
mental action, against the petitioner. The post of 
Mazdoor (Shore labour) and Mazdoor in C.E’s 
department both belong to the Class-IV category 
only as found from Ex. W15 Schedule of employees 
ns on 1-4-91. For a Mazdoor under the C.E’s depart¬ 
ment and Mazdoor of Shore labour in Traffic depart¬ 
ment, there is a small increase of fits. 15|- when a 
person is appointed ns Mazdoor (Shore labour). In 
ail other aspects, the post belongs to the same cate¬ 
gory and therefore reverting back the petitioner to the 
parent department prior to the completion of his pro- 
ba'ion in the Traffic Dept., cannot be held as a puni¬ 
shment as i eversion. At the time of passing of Ex. 
W16 order reverting back the petitioner to his parent 
department no departmental enquiry was actually 
started and only after the petitioner has joined his 
parent department, the departmental enquiry has 
been started. Therefore, the contention of the peti¬ 
tioner that he was punished twice violating the 
Principles of Double jeopardy docs not arise. 

8 . The neyt contention of the petitioner that he 
has been discriminated in the matter of awarding 
punishment when compared to some other employees 
who committed similar misconduct is also not sus¬ 
tainable. The ngtitioner has cited the case of ono 


Smt. Premakunuui for whom Ex. W17 order by 
which the basic pay was scaled dow n to the mini¬ 
mum scale for a period of cnc year with cumulative 
effect. It is a case in which the said Prcmakumari was 
alleged to have produced a Bogus School Certificate 
which was primary record based on which she was 
appointed in the respondent management. Subse¬ 
quently along with an explanation dt, 5-11-90 she 
has produced the genuine school certificate issued by 
the Corporation High School, and therefore her 
explanation dt. 13-9-91 was accepted and she was 
given punishment of bringing down her basic pay to 
the minimum scale of pay in the post of Senior Atten- 
der for a period of One year with cumulative effect. 
The order has been passed on 17-3-92 by the Chair¬ 
man of the Port Trust. Another case cited is one A. 
Krishnan, the Asst. Secretary and his caste Was men¬ 
tioned in the relevant column as scheduled caste. But 
later on, when he became the Public Relations Officer, 
the caste has been omitted. Apart from the omission 
of Caste name, no other particular is given by the 
petitioner whether any misconduct was committed 
by Mr. A, Krishnan. The petitioner has cited another 
case of one Karnam Manickam who is also said to 
have produced a bogus school certificate for which 
there is no proof. But, however there is an entry in 
the Service Record for withholding the next incre¬ 
ment for n period of the one year with cumulative 
effect for the lapse mentioned in the C.E’s memo 
dt. 10-3-86. No further particulars as to what is the 
reason for the Memo or whether any enquiry was 
conducted for any misconduct is not available. As 
far as, this petitioner is concerned, he has not only 
given a bogus school certificate with regard to his 
educational qualification and community but has also 
stage managed things to send a bogus list of candi¬ 
dates from the Employment Exchange. Only when 
the Vigilance Department authorities conduct investi¬ 
gation with regard to the authorities of the employ¬ 
ment exchange,, the bogus list has come to light and 
after further, verification, the Tamil Nadu Govern¬ 
ment has sent the complaint to the respondent Port 
Trust about the bogus list as well as the bogus school 
certificate produced by the petitioner. Therefore, the 
petitioner’s case cannot be compared to the case of7 
Mrs. Premakumari or Mr. Kranam Manickam. Fur¬ 
ther the orders were passed in the cases cited by the 
petitioner prior to 1992. On 19-5-93, the Govern¬ 
ment of India, Ministry of Personnel has sent an 
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Official Memorandum to all the departments as to 
how action should be taken in the case of Govern¬ 
ment servants who have produced a false certifi¬ 
cate in order to secure an appointment. The said 
Memorandum reads as follows : 

“A question has now arisen as to whether a 
Government servant can be discharged 
from service where is discovered later 'hat 
the Government servant was not qualified 
or eligible for his initial recruitment in 
service. The Supreme Court in its judge¬ 
ment in the District Collector, Vizianaga- 
ram Vs; M, Tribura Sundari Devi 1990 (4) 
SLR 217 went into this issue and observed 
as under ;— 

“It must further be realised by all con¬ 
cerned that when an advertisement mentions 
a particular qpalifieation and an appoint¬ 
ment is made in disregard of the same, it 
is not a matter only between the appointing 
authority and the appointee concerned. The 
aggrieved are all those who had similar or 
better qualifications than the appointee or 
appointees but who had not applied for the 
post because they did nof possess the quali¬ 
fications mentioned Id the advertisement. It 
amounts to a fraud on public to appoint a 
person with inferior qualifications in such 
circumstances unless it is clearly stated that 
the qualifications are relaxable. No Court 
should be a party to the perpetration of the 
fradulent practice.” 

The matter has been examined In consultation with 
the Ministry’ of Law and Justice and it has now been 
deeideffi that: wherever it is found that a Government 
servant, who was, not qualified or eligible in terms of 
the recruitment rules etc. for initial recruitment m 
service or had furnished false information or produced 
a false certificate in order to secure appointment, he 
should not be retained in service. If he is a proba¬ 
tioner or a temporary Govt, servant* he should be 
discharged or his services should be terminated. If 
he has become a permanent Government servant, an 
inquiry as prescribed in Rule 14 of CCS 
Rules, 1965 may be held and if the charges are 


proved, the Government Servant should be removed 
or dismissed from service, in no circumstances should 
any other penalty by imposed, Such discharge, ter¬ 
mination, removal or di:m?s r al from service would, 
however, without prejudice to the right of the Govern¬ 
ment to prosecute such Government rervices”. 
The above said Government Order though produced 
in Court by the respondent along with the type set 
has not been marked probably because it is a public 
document. Only after receipt of the above office 
Memorandum issued by the Government of India, 
the final order Ex. M14 has been passed on 19-6-93 
dismissing the respondent from service. Therefore, 
the contention of the petitioner that he has been dis¬ 
criminated by the respondent in the mat*er of awar¬ 
ding punishment is also not sustainable. Nowhere the 
petitioner has denied the production of Bogus school 
certificate based on which he secured employment 
under the respondent management, Even the list of 
candidates sent by the Employment Exchange is a 
bogus one and though, the name of the petitioner is 
mentioned in the list based on which he was selected 
tlie involvement of the pciiriouer in sending the bogus 
list of candidates has not been proved. Even at the 
time of domestic enquiry, the petitioner has not pro¬ 
duced a genuine school ceitificate. 

In the result, the claim of the petitioner is dismis¬ 
sed. Award passed. No costs 

Dated, this Ibc 12th day of August, 1999. 

S. ASHOK KUMAR, Industrial Tribunal 

WITNESSES EXAMINED 
For Petitioner : 

W.W.l Thiru D. Lak5hmana Rao 

For Management : 

M.W.1 Thiru G. Veerasamy. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED 

For Worker ; 

Ex. W1 20-1-88 Extract of Conduct Regula¬ 
tions. 

Ex. W2 13-9-91 Reversion order 

Ex. W3 12-10-91 Reversion order 
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Ex. W4 19-10-91 Joining report in the reverted 
post 


Ex. W5 23-12-92 Defence statement 

Ex. W6 11-6-93 Reply to show cause notice 

Ex. W7 18-8-93 Appeal to Deputy Chairman 

Ex. \V8 25-1-94 Petition to Regional Labour 
Commissioner 

Ex. W9 30-5-94 Conciliation failure Report 

Ex. W10 Kamam Manickam Punish¬ 

ment order 

Ex. Wll A, Krishnan, Pubhe Rela¬ 

tions Officer, entry in Service Register. 

Ex. V/12 Punishment regarding Smt. 

P.emakumari, Senior Attendant, Medical 
Department 

Ex. W13 1991, 1993 Scale of pay details of 
Mazdoor 

Ex. W14 21-12-89 Proceeding regarding Disci¬ 
plinary action 

Ex. WI5 Schedule of Employees 

Ex. W16 Interview of Mazdoor 

Ex. W17 Memo regarding Discipli¬ 

nary action of Premakumari. 

DOCUMENTS BY MANAGEMENT 

Ex. Ml 18-9-89 Appointment order with Ser¬ 
vice sheet 

Ex. M2 6-2-90 Letter from Secretary to Govt, 
of Tamil Nadu 

Ex. M3 9-11-90 —do— 

Ex. M4 18-7-91 Head master’s letter to CBI 

Ex. MS School Transfer certificate 

of the petitioner 

Ex. M6 Complaint against the peti¬ 

tioner 

Ex. M7 12-10-91 Chief Engineer’s letter to the 
petitioner 

Ex, MS 22-10-91 Acceptance letter of the peti¬ 
tioner 

Ex. M9 22-10-91 Suspension only. 

Ex. M10 .... Enquiry proceedings 
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Ex. MU .... Enquiry officer’s action 

against the petitioner 

Ex. Ml2 .... Findings of the enquiry 

officer 

Ex. Ml 3 27-4-93 Second Show cause notice 

Ex. M14 19-6-93 Termination order 

Ex. Ml5 22-6-93 Chief Engineer’s remarks and 
note to RLC. 

Ex. Ml 6 30-11-93 Rejection of appeal 

Sd|- Illegible 
Industrial Tribunal 

(Tamil Nadu) 
Chennai-600104 

ftwfV, 12 less 

*PT. RT. 3472 —arrtrfhUTT; 

T 947 ( 947 47 14 ) 4ft ETTTT 17 $ SpjtrpJT if, 

mwx, <fr£ %' garget % 

75 * 3 - sfk 74% apqiPTVt % afhr, Jf 

Rfcw -fmrr* Jr %sjftir itppit 

«PT fgWTSPT %t SUPlfVRr 

TTfl'i I, aft %fEt*r WTt %T H)-l 1-99 %t Hicj 
7T I 

{%. 3 5011/5,/9,8-wr£ SJTT 

fr} trw, iferr, afvsr 

New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O. 3472.—In pursuance of Suction 17 at the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1SH7), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the sward of the 
Central Government Labour Court, Ernakulant as 
shown in the Aniicxure in the Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management 
of M|s Cochin Port Trust, Wjlsland, Cochin and 
their workman, which was received by the -Central 
Government on 10-11-99. 

[No. L-35011|5)98-IR(M)] 
B. M, DAVID, Under Secy. 
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ANNEXUKE 

IN THE. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT, LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

(IN THE LABOUR COURT, ERNAKULAM) 
(Monday, the 13th day of September, 1999) 

PRESENT : 

Sri D. Mohanarajan, B.Sc., LL.B., 

Presiding Officer. 

Industrial Dispute No. 51 of 1996(C) 
BETWEEN 

The Cochin Port Trust, VTjlibmd, Cochin-3. 
AND 

The workmen of the above concern the Working 
President, Cochin Port Trust Employees 
Organisation, Wjlsland, Cochin. 

REPRESENTATIONS *. 


the union nor its counsel turned up and 
filed claim statement. However, one more opportuni¬ 
ty was given to the union for filing claim statement 
by adjourning the case to 13-9-99. Bat, today the 
13th September, 1999 as well there was no represen¬ 
tation from the union. The Union was called and 
found absent. In the above circumstances, this court 
is pleased to think that the union is not at all inte¬ 
rested to pair sue the dispute any further and that 
there is no existing industrial dispute between the 
parties to be resolved. 

fa the result, the reference is answered holding 
that there is no existing industrial dispnte between 
the parties to be adjudicated upon. 

Emaladam, 

13-9-99. 

D. MOHANARAJAN, Presiding Officer. 


Menon & Pal, 

Advocates, 

Ernakulam, 

KochfcMift 20115 ... Pot Management 

AWARD 

Tfae -Government of India as per order No. 

L^Smi]5}08-lRLM) dated 27-11-98 referred the 

following industrial dispute to this court for ad¬ 
judication :— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Cochin Port Trust in denying payment of 
Productivity Linked Award Scheme amount 
to part time Sweepers w.e.f, 1-4-1994 is 
justified 7 If not, to what rtffief they are 
entitled ?” 


Tf to 1999 

rfTT.XTT. 3473.—TFUT ifVTT XffufjpnT, 1948 
( 19 4 8 VT 34) TSr HTTT-1 <pt 3TOTO ( 3) IRT 5TT3T 
Jtlfifflafi l Pf Htf)*! H OW1 SI 

m lessor tbt ** $ ’trttflr 

I, fsfWPV tw tfHiw-5 sftT 

e [am 76 gp«rm-(i) -«frr: pto 77 j 78 , 79 

XftT 81 t'J 

rp S'PTS' '3'rTt TT5U ti ST^rT 

:— 

"fbnFTr (l?r?r 

TDtfr wet ftrarnr^, 

qffltrnft, Hrwft, fTdhqpr P?r- 


2. Though entered appearance, the union did not 
file claim statement. On 9-8-99, when the case stood 
posted for claim statement from the union, neither 


[fTW trip- 3 8 01 3/ 3 l/ 9 9-W- ^.~I] 
3. <ft ^TT, 3XT 
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New Delhi, the 10th November, 19.99 

S.O. 3473.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ 
State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 1st December, 1999 
as the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV 
(except Sections 44 and 45 which have already been 
brought into force) and Chapters V and VI [except 
sub-section (1) of Section 76 and Sections 77, 78, 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into 
force] of the said Act, shall come into force in the 
following areas in the State of Uttar Pradesh 
namely : 

“Areas comprising of Revenue Villages of 
Choubepur, Shivrajpur, Bhinduri, Maripani, 
Maloo, Vimipan Bithoor, Rhawanipur, 
Maharajpur, Antliha, Tatia 'Ganj, Prem of 
Choubepur area of Tehsil Choubepur in 
Kanpur (Dehat) District”. 

[No. S-38013|31|99-SS. T] 
J. P. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 

7$ ftwff, 10 1999 

7 rr.STT. 34 7 4. —TEW aft¥T vfafTRT, 1948 
( 1948 77 34) ¥TTT-1 7?t ¥<T9TTT ( 3) 3T7T 

JTOT urfWTt 77 WPT 7?TTf jpr *rT77T 

i fcT T H T, 99 Vt ¥¥ % ryw Jr fT77 vrrft 

fVTTTft ¥*RT wFafJursr % STEJTPT 4, STKTbT 5 sftT 
e [tm:r' 7e <ffr ¥<T£rrTT (l) wtr srrrr 77, 78, 79 
sflr 8^ % ffnrrcrvt vr §] 

% TFW ^ fbWpHpilcf Jf STWftT 

$4, *r*rfq; 

"fwr Jr W$r % Wxphr 'srr^ vr# 

TE7T7 UT¥ TEPTIT, TT¥7T, xmjT, T^WR, 

¥r i, rft^r, wet, rr'T'rftifi, wttt ¥Rr, tt^t, ¥W4ft” 1 

[¥S7T tT?f-3801 3 / 32 / 9 9-bTT. rr^T. -I] 
<4, 'ft. SJSFSTT, ¥7 ¥f : 77 

New Delhi, the 10th November, 1999 

S.O, 3474.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (3) of Section 1 of the Employees’ 


State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby appoints the 1st December, 1999 
hs the elate on which the provisions of Chapter IV 
(except Section 44 snd 45 which have already been 
brought into force) and Chapters V and VI [except 
sub-raction (i) of Section 76 and Section 77, 78, 
79 and 81 which have already been brought into 
force] of the said Act, shall come into force in the 
following areas in the State of Uttar Pradesh 
namely : 

“Areas comprising of Revenue Villages of 
Rawatput, Rampur, Hardrospur, Abhaya- 
pur, Rahsupur, Sai, Mauhar, Oraung, 
Goghrosi, Aswa, Saura, Warora, Uchkki of 
Choudgara area in Fatehpur District”. 

[No. S-38013|32|99-S$. I] 
J. P. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 

7f 1 2 77*7T, 199 9 

77 . w. 3475 .—Tnrnrftwfawr fafsr sftr 74 ft4- ¥<r- 

7ST WfafmPT, 1952 ( 1952 19) 7ft STITT 5V 

7?t ^rtmr (i) vftwwr vr. 77)7 rjp; 

%-rrftT ¥T77T WTT1TT «ft tjW trif . l7ST Vt %?jft7 

4)4 77 f4jvr vreft.. % fc7tv 

10 Warn, 199 7 Vt WRIT % TnPTSJ, W¥r¥TW, WPT-II 

3, ¥¥«(¥ (ii) Jr nvTfcr wt ¥¥T¥¥ % 
vr. wr. 321 (r) ftwiv 9 «rsNr 1997 Jr wrer ttwr 
7ft wfsrfwwr Jf fwffri^f^L. ¥¥>47 vrd> %:— 

t?4cT Rfsr^prwfif 32 % ¥T*rJt 7T#t srfwfeit 
%• RfT7 r f¥»rf¥f«r?r srfTfcbt srfdRnfTT v> 
vit(4r, sr«rfT[ r— - 

"■Sft, ¥[*37 77¥T, 

srwrffwv wfiTrfww. 

srftffvr wRiftT rwrwwferr ¥457, 

^47 ¥^rvR ( Tiwr 77, 

¥7 'ft. tprt. -ft?, vt<t, 

*jwr$-40oooi 

[¥. -'ft-j2 0012/j/97-t(¥. H¥.. -II] 
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New Delhi, the 12th November, 1999 

S.O, 3475.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-section (1) of Section 5-A of the Employees’ 
Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952) the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri Suresh M. Deora as a member of the 
Central Board of Trustees and makes the following 
amendment in the Notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Labour S.O. 321(E) dated 
the 9th April, 1997 published in Part II Section 3 


sub-scction (ii) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary 
dated 10th April, 1997 :— 

In the said notification for entries against SI. No. 
32, the following entries shall be substituted namely : 

Shri Suresh M. Deora 

Honorary General Secretary 

All India Manufacturers’ Organisation, 

Jeevan Sahakar, 4th floor, 

Sir P. M. Road, 

Fort, Mumbai-400001. 

[No. V-20012|1|97-SS. II] 
J. P. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 
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